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September 11, 2012
PSCI 2300 A: History of Political Thought 

· Polemos Pater Pan tov: “War is the father of all things”  without war, there is nothing. War is the extreme form of change to a degree; it’s about violence. 
· Before philosophy, the philosopher created the Tov was one of the philosphers concerned about the natural world and human world; but that human world is more of the embrace of nature. 

Cosmos 
	· Gods (stars)

	· Men (world)

	· Shades (Hades; Ghosts) 



· For the Cosmos, it is the whole in which contains everything. However, there are some conditions discussed to know the whole, in order to discuss it we need to break the whole into parts (draw boundaries to this whole, in which led to violence). We needed to divide it in order for it to make sense; scientist solved this whole by breaking it up, so the top of the Cosmos is where the Gods are formed and associated (STARS; CONSTELLATIONS). Under that, we have the whole of human beings in which we call the World. It is the world of things, inhabited by humans and animals, etc. and it is also a world in which made by human hands (created by man themselves). Under that is the foundation of the world, which is the Earth, in that earth resides the shades (ghosts), led to Hades. 
· If we break into finer parts, there are 4 elements within the Cosmos:
· Fire
· Air
· Water
· Earth
· What Tov means is that those elements are crossed over into another boundary in which when intermingle it creates violence. However, without the change there is nothing. 
· The word Logic comes from Greek word logos, ‘the word/ the reason/ rational account (not just to do with a word, but words). Together = together. The point of this is a simple example, what are conditions used to make a word? For this you have to think fundamentally, so therefore you have to be alive. What is the meaning of being alive? You draw in air and then exhale, so physically you have to cut the whole full of air with your vocal cords, and then the tongue and teeth come in to cut into parts. You need to define, or gather experiences into a word and reflect into a word [reflect ones experience].  Logos is rational speech, given into account; it is a speech that account for itself. 
· Year 750 BC, language came around that time. Before that, the Greek had another language tracing 13th c. BCE. Homer (blind poet) created this; the tale he tells is not rational account because not associated with logos, because talking in mode of mythos. The difference between the two is the level of differentiation (between logos and rational account than mythos). Mythos is more of poetry. Greek philosophy doesn’t ignore mythos; it’s the myth that surrounds it all. 

Politics 
· Politics is not war, there are boundaries. Politics (polymos), but it a war with rules and boundaries. Therefore what is politics? It’s about the relationship of action to thought; form of question. If there hasn’t been our hero Arcilis than we will never know the meaning of hero. 
· All of philosophy (ancient and modern), status of relation between thought and action and politics draws into it same thing, that why can’t separate the two. The message given in plutonic philisphy and Aristotle philosophy whilst these two things are seen in action can’t be separated, it cannot co-penetrate each other because you don’t know what you are going to get. However, the modern it more of co-penetrate thought and action, to do that 
Extra Notes: 
LECTURE 3
Review from Last week: 
· The war did not only show tension between the Athenians and the Spartans, but it also showed tension between culture and civilizations. 
· The earth is a structure upon which the world rests
· A spiritual crisis was caused when Athens lost the war to Sparta, which was considered inferior. Spiritual crisis is damaging to the human spirit. 

Keywords: 
· Culture: comes from the word cultis; also comes from the word agriculture. Difficult to become a member of another culture. Very exclusive. 

· Civilizations: instead of having hard boundaries around it, it has fuzzy boundaries; not as strict as culture, more inclusive. E.g. Athens was a place of fortune, arts, literature etc. 
· Logos and Mithos
· Cosmos  
· Physis: earth (nature)
· Nomos: world (convention)
· Underlying Concern: things that concern humans alone e.g. love, finding food etc. 
· Metaphoros: to carry over/up. Give meaning to our world of experience through language, symbols, signs
· Overarching metaphor: have a language that is shared by other people. 
· Strategy: overarching. It gives you the bigger picture of looking at the world. 
· Tactics: underlying 

The Athenians were playing the war with strategy but they were worn out. And at the end, Sparta gained naval tactics and was able to cut the Athenian navy lines. Sparta brought in most of what she could, even though she wasn’t an agricultural country. The strategy did not win the war, tactics won the war. 

Today:
· Spiritual crisis: 
· Three actual accounts of Socrates: 
· Aristophanes account
He was not only a contemporary of Socrates but he was a writer, poet, playwright, etc. He was also known for comedies that were played in Athens. One thing he constantly wrote about was in context with the Peloponnesian War. He often used characters, that all Athenians who watched his plays would know. His plays were anti-war. Contrast the rural and urban Athens. 
Aristophanes account of Socrates was the clouds. Socrates was the guy who had his head up in the clouds. The father (from the play) heard that Socrates knew how to make the weaker argument the stronger. Because of this he was accused of performing some kind of magic. It was considered to be magic if you could manipulate reality. Main question of Aristophanes: Why did the Socrates change? 
· Xenophon
He had been a pupil of Socrates and held a generalship during the war. He was from an aristocratic family. His account does not differ a whole lot from Plato except for one very important aspect of why did Socrates change? 
· Plato 
Who is this Socrates who has been there for Plato? Plato who was a student of Socrates is very clear about it, that Socrates is a persona dramatist, a literary character (in a letter Plato says that he made Socrates beautiful) – that the Socrates he remembers is different. Socrates is not a historic character as such, but a literary character. 
Plato was a historic character. He too came from the gentry class. Part of his family was from Sparta. He wrote many dialogues. 
Dialogue: Greek word of dialogue is made up of the word Logos and daya means conversation. Therefore, a dialogue is a conversation with people. Dialogue is a dramatic form: it has a plot, it goes somewhere, it has action in it, it has therefore flesh and blood in it, it has human beings and the things that they care about. Settings have to deal with boundaries and place. They are about the special limitations and possibilities of the play, of the drama itself. Character is about the limits and possibilities of the actor himself. It does have to do with what, who (who is Socrates etc.), and action (action is speech revealed the who, the how the revelation is taking place. 
4 groups of the dialogues that the tradition defines as the early dialogues:
1) They were written early but they were really late because they were concerned with the later part of Socrates. What are these early dialogues?
2) Uthayro is a young man who is going to the supreme court to sign an affidavit to sue his parents. Socrates was shocked when he heard this. It is impious because suing your parents upsets the way things are supposed to be – it is dishonorable. 
3) Apology: Apolokiya means to speak for. But it also means to get an account for and therefore an apology. It was a defense speech. Also has to do with the surroundings of the death of Socrates. 
4) The crito: deals with Socrates after his trial. 

· Actual account of Socrates: he was an actual person. He died at the age of 70. No one denied that he had a wife named Zantiffany. He had sons. Teaching smart children from Aristotic families. He was a soldier. He belonged not to the knightly class (those who owned horses), not to scurmishes (armored men, role was to chase the stranglers), nor the rowing team, but from the middle class who was wealthy enough to buy an armor, hopolite armor (heavy armed with shields). 










September 13, 2012
World Politics Tutorial 1

· When the corpse rots it returns to nature, leaving from you when you die (body decay and returns to nature
· Nature: Birth, Life and Death  inherited violence, when two forces come together it unpredictable and violent causing war. The Greek polis is similar to nature, where all cities have walls keeping nature and bad things out. Same time it conventional (tradition keeps nature out). 
· Reason why people hated Socrates because proved weaker argument to be strong (challenging nature). Homer (b4 Socrates) was god of poets, so when Socrates challenging the gods 
· In the reading, Socrates challenged all these occupants. Ex) challenged the craftsman or doctor, etc. 
· Went to the oracle, and the oracle says that he is the wisest because does not question nothing. Socrates is skeptical of everything. The oracle is like the voice of order, and you go there and would give you prophecy. However, he kind of doesn’t believe in the gods because he challenges same time he does believe to an extent
· Socrates interested in the matter  difference between astronomical and divination = one is tangible and the other is not. Socrates more interested in the city than the heavens and makes an argument as a philosopher making the city different from him. 
· Socrates argues, as soon as philosopher turns to the city he is killed for it (city possess harm to the philosopher)  (1) crossing of nature = violence 
· Timeless conventions that check against a tyrant = The House  hierarchy and creating policies  main one is the FATHER, the family owes the father for protection and etc. But can a son betray his father? What makes a mother so special? What prevents someone from attacking someone?
· Socrates is trying to separate the two (truth). That why philosophers are dangerous because question the convention and crosses each other. Remember that it a complex relationship in an action








· When referred to the state, it is more of a modern state.  Opposite of a city is a country. Last week, a philosopher created the polemos pater panton (war is the father of all things).
· Last week, the word boundary was used, war has no rules or boundaries. In politics, it is war with boundaries. Taking further and ask the conditions that must retain in order for politics to be? 
· Must of plurality (something more than one), in politics you need more than one, it takes a large group to run the state in politics. Ex) if put in a 747 (plane), and you fell out in northwest territory and a group survived, most likely rules and boundaries are set up in order to survive (similar to movie Lord of the Flies). 
· There is something about the city that it political, need a city with plural. Also, another component of politics is action. EX) WHEN WOKE up this morning, what did you do? Most likely ate breakfast, took a shower, etc. The question are actions? No, its not, its more form of behavior. Action, is to cross the boundary. Ex) George Bush, said he was the decider (he crossed the boundary). In order to cross the boundary (like Bush) to requires action and action requires courage. 
· Physis (Latin word [cannot be translated in English] but it means the world (nature)). The world is made through politics (human action), its made through courage,{ the world of a polis } 
· Logos and Methos  logos (logic), methos (mythology; a form of language). From linguistic form, logos is more a rational speech, meaning that it comes from nature. If speak rationally, giving an account that can be satisfied to the point that can be questioned, in other words, if nod head than given rational account (through body, means ‘I understand’, therefore leads to open questioning). 
· Mythos  the word differentiate (the root word: differ-); in order for something to differ, there has to be conflict between two extremes. 

A War Not No Other 
· This author refers to Peloponnesian war, (close to Greece and the Greek Islands). The war went on for 27 years and between Athens and her allies and Sparta (Athens was a sea-bearing location). Sparta was close to Gethos. Sparta was “city in the book” in which people could not locate, nothing stood out for it to be a city. 
· Sparta associated to a quiet person. They didn’t have much to say because they were a bunch of ‘rednecks’ and also it was more of warrior society meaning it reacted by action than speaking. It was another world, hosting the strongest army (hopelike = shelter). It known as a Timis society (timis = honorable). Sparta was robust, warriors and hate Athens because of the Peloponnesian war, it built fear, interest and honor. Sparta and allies hated Athens because feared them, therefore had interest to go to war and honor because felt they can beat them 
· The Athens difference was that the location was close to sea, being near the sea is different than being near land. Living in a city in which common way to survive was to utilize near the sea (i.e. trade, fish). Sparta was the opposite, as they did more of the agriculture work. The Athenians did trade; in order to do trade they had allies in which colonized through Greek cities in which became part of Greech (most of the cities were friends with Athens). In order for trade to be success, would need protection. Athens had the best navy in the world (Greece was their world). They created ships, and the ships rode by the lower-class and they were without shame (rode naked so the clothes don’t get caught). It would move across sea as much as 11-12 kilometres. Had a round in the front, ramming enemy ships to get through.
· Spartans feared Athens because wealthy, Athens were from the Delegan league where there was treasury shrined of Apollo. Next to Apollo was Delos. The treasury of the delegan league was kept in Delos, the Athenians successful in fighting decided to take treasury of Delos and use it for public works and built city wrecked by the Persians and built a city, most beautiful one in ancient world. Sparta hated that as well because built beautiful city of world and took money to use to public work. THIS WAR WENT ON FOR 27 YEARS!.  
· Culture of civilization  a world of insight in not only the world but for any kind of politics. The word cult  are ways of seeing things from a similar perspective. The Athenians going around trying to convert people. When use the word cult think of religion and rituals; its hard to break into a culture because of the boundaries are rigid, and to be apart of it you need to participate (I,.e practice religion, learning language, etc)
· Culture is juxtapose to civilization meaning CITY!. A culture is more rigid, but civilization has fuzzy boundaries. Athens was more civilization, everybody wanted to go there, with different views and money.  
· The war began 431 bce and ended 404 BCE  dates show not only long but a timeline of the dialogue of war. 
· The unthinkable happened  the city and culture was destroyed by a bunch of ‘rednecks’ and this led to a ‘SPIRITUAL CRISIS’ = meaning, talked about global economic crisis, etc. A spiritual crisis is a time that so bad that experiences (day to day) and memory of the experience makes no sense. All the boundaries and limits HAVE BEEN WIPED OUT! The word spirit is important because had to do with action, therefore ATHENS lost the Pelbonison war because had no boundaries, didn’t know what to make of their experience, etc. 
· Two parts to spiritual crisis:
· Underlined concern: experiential basis of everyday life, memory, and longing for future. We all have this because basic, in which link to our physical nature (i.e. eating, nature, basic interest, sexual drive). 
· Overarching metaphor: allows us to make sense of our experience, it doesn’t change. Ex) stars in heavens associated with gods. 
Extra Notes:

LECTURE 2
Last week:
· Origin of the politics and comes from the Greek word polemos which means war. It is also a root word for many English words e.g. police. It is also the root word for polis (state/city). He opposite of the city is the country. 
· Clydes made a sentence with the word polemos pater pan ton, which means war is the father of all things. Philosophy and science was one and the same thing. The modern word for science is technology. War has no rules or boundaries; it is to do with violence. Politics is war with rules, war with boundaries and therefore war with limits. 
· What are the conditions that must pertain in order for politics to be? 
· You must be alive
· You must also have plurality (have to have more than one; it takes a relatively large group to be able to have politics.) 
· There is something about the city that is very political; city has to have some sort of plurality and action. Action has to do with crossing a boundary. With George Bush, he was a decider – in order to cross boundaries you have to decide. One side may not be the same as the other OR you can simply draw a line to create the boundary. Action entails risk and risk entails courage. The world is made through human action, through courage – the world of the poets. (physis=nature – to do with the human world). 
· Logos means logic (rational speech)
· Mythos is a form of language. It has less difference in it; it is more compact. 

A War Like No Other: Hanson
· He talks about the Peloponnesian war. It was named after the Peloponnese. It went on for 27 years and was between Athens and her allies and Sparta. Sparta was an agriculture and military society. They had the strongest army in that world. It was a timos-society, which means honour. 
· Fear, interest and honour: aim of the Peloponnesian war
· Honour: do what you are fitted for. 
· Sparta’s honour was to go to war and defeat Athens. 
· Differences between Athenians and Sparta:
· They were on the sea and Sparta wasn’t
· They had trade. In order to have trade, you have to have many allies. For trade to be successful they had to have a powerful navy – their navy was the most powerful navy in the world. 
· Spartan’s feared Athens because she was very wealthy. The Athens used the treasury from Delius for public works. They used this money to make the most beautiful city in the ancient world – this is also why the Spartans hated the Athenians. 
· The differences between the two had to do with the war between the rural and the urban. Juxtapose categories: culture and civilization. Culture is associated with agriculture. Boundaries constitute a culture. The word culture is juxtaposed by civilization. 
· The war began in 431 BCE and ended in 404 BCE. 
· War is always there somehow – either directly or in the background. 
· Spiritual crisis: time that is so bad that our day-to-day experience and the memory of our experience make no sense. All the boundaries have been wiped away. Spirit has to do with purpose, with action. 
· Underlined concern: basis of meaning e.g. basic instincts, eating, breathing etc. 
· Overarching metaphor: we share with those with whom we experience the world. Something that is constant. E.g. stars in heaven 

































September 18, 2012
History of Political Thought: Week 2

· Language is connected to metaphoros  (metaphor)  last week ended the lecture talked about the spiritual crisis of the unthinkable, that after 27 years of war, the ppl of Athens lost a war versus the inferior of Greece and the result was a spiritual crisis. In a spiritual crisis is so damaging to the human spirit that there is no sense of purpose or meaning, it is the bottom line and cant make sense of the experience. 
· How did they do it? We talk about warfare through strategy and politics is part of it (war with rules); the difference between strategy and tactics. Stategy  it’s the bigger picture and looking at the situation as a whole; tactics 
· Ex) money ball (2003 novel and movie)  the use of strategy was used, looked at the statistics and got rid of ppl who couldn’t achieve that goal, therefore won 23 straight games.
· The Spartans were playing a game of atrician and the Athens played a way of strategy and therefore worn out and at the end the Spartans who never had a good army finally developed naval tactics and defeated the Athenians by cutting out their supply lines. Because ATHENS wasn’t a agriculture city, brought food from other places; had supply lines stretching to the Black Sea and far side of it (Ukraine) and all of it was cut by Spartans. The strategy didn’t win the war it was tactics. 
· Culture and civilization:  cultus (latin word): thought of the word cult and cults are hard to break into and exclusive; at first we associated with agriculture and religion. Its difficult to become a member to be in another cult requires patience and time. Civilization instead of having boundaries around it (limitations), it has fuzzy boundaries (boundaries hard to explain); similar to Athens because it was fun and you can have variety; it was the place in the arts and literature and ideas and many ideas and places = city culture. 

Spiritual Crisis and Socrates 
· 3 actual accounts of historical Socrates (Not a mythic character, he existed. He died in the Age of 70): 
· Aristophanes
· Xenophon 
· Plato 
· All three of these people believed in Socrates, none disagree the Man’s occupation was a stone cutter meaning that he can make a stone. None disagree had a wife name Xantiphany and had sons and was well known in Athens because he was a public figure who liked to spend time in market place teaching young men (academics). He was known as the ugliest man in Athens. Socrates (‘sure string’)  known of the 3 writers would deny that he was soldier belonging to middle-class who were wealthy enough to buy a suit of army than a horse. He belonged to the class of soldiers called ‘hope-likes’ (big shield used in battle with sword called platisus); distinguished himself in battle. But the accounts do differ and therefore must focus on each one:
· Aris. Was contemporary of Socrates but they were friends and knew each other for a while. Aris. By vocation was a write, poet, playwriter known for comedies that he wrote and performed in Athens in the great theatres around. He was known as the funny plays and extremely vulgar and bold. But one thing that he wrote about that constitutes to most of his plays were written based on Pelobonnison war and it was fun to talk about it and translate to a play on stage. He used characters that people would know; his plays based on anti-war plays (war party and peace party  he belonged to the peace party). “The Appearance” was one of the plays. The play that had a direct barrier was “The Class”
· “The Class”  two characters (the father and the Son). The father is old school (country hick) who married a wealthy woman with expensive taste; he called cromatus (business-money man; ‘shame and shit’ in Greek). Had a son who liked expensive things and spending all the money; the son liked horses and hurting his dad money. This country guy, was in trouble he heard a rumor that in the valley, there was a shack  “a thinkery”  (Greek). Place where you go to think, place where Socrates liked to go there and conduct ‘scientific experiments’ he had his head in the clouds. Aris. Had a set where he had clouds acting as chorus and give and take betweent he players and the clouds. The father heard that Socrates knew how to make the unjust speech rule over the just speech (weaker argument seem strongest). Interesting that, this time of thing accused of doing was associated with magic (at the time people thought); the greek word magic is macanica  and believed that if you can move bigger object into a smaller object, thus making weaker argument the strongest (manipulating reality). Something changed his mind and that was the war 
· Xenophon  pupil of Socrates and held a general ship during the war, came from a wealthy (aristocratic) family. His account differ from Plato except one thing, the intentions are different; he reminded others of younger Socrates. When he changed, what were the motives that led to his death. We know he was executed by the city, but why didn’t he stop it? Xeno. Said why he didn’t stop it because he was 70 years old and wanted to go out with a blaze of glory. 
· Plato  everything that Plato wrote all was dialogues and showed Sorates as a principle character (Socrates was always there). Who was Socrate there for Plato? Plato was a pupil of Socrates  was clear that (‘7th Letter’ reflections of how depicted this man through his philosophic life), tells us that Socrates was not the same presented in his Dialogue; Socrates was a dramatic persona; literary characters. In the 7th Letter, Socrates was made beautiful (‘fair or fine/acceptable’); Plato made Socrates more appealing though literary. Plato was a historical character who was a student of Socrates and his family was from Sparta and wrote neat dialogues. 
· Dialogue (dialoguoy): made up oflogos  and dia (2 people in conversation). To have a conversation you need two people (talking to self is a reflection (blink of an eye = shut it and open it). But dialogue is speaking with another person and the dialogue is a dramatic form = drama; has a plot and go somewhere and has action (‘flesh and blood in it’). Being dramas had beginning, middle and end; had purpose and time and spirit in them and because its dialogue we need to treat them like that through dramatic form (i.e. setting, character, action). 
· Setting: boundaries or place at being in a space; boundaries in which bound by the setting are about ‘what’. Its about the space limitation and possibilities of the play and drama itself
· Character: limitation to the actor himself; character is a description of the limit and possibilities of the human being. It does have to do with ‘what’ (i.e. what he/she looks like; his/hers). But what we talk about mostly is the ‘who’ and the action (action and speech reveals the ‘who’). The ‘who’ shows the way of the character through action (logos can be translated as ‘the way’/speech) 
Plato Dialogues 
· Tradition present itself as ‘4 dialogues’ as the ‘Early Dialogues’ because they were the earliest dialogues and at the same time to mislead us of the context (the early dialogues are acutally the late dialogues because had to do with the late part of Socrates life and the events surrounding his death therefore to be called early dialogues is misleading). 
· First Dialogue, (dialogue = form of text), ‘Eurothyro’ setting takes place in the street of Athens which open up in the coincidence of Socrates running into the man name Euthyro, who was going to court (to sue his parents). Socrates was surprised that he was doing that because it was a form of treachery (there is an obligation between a son and father (child and parent) its against the order of things (impious)). Socrates was shocked and that what dialogue is about and doing something that is dishonorable and not expected to do (i.e. suring parents) 
· Second dialogue. THE APOLOGY  APOLOGIA (to speak for; give an account of; an apology to speak forth;  to speak of an defence). 
· Third Dialogy  Crito  events after being incarcerated. 
· Fourth dialogue  Plato  moments before his death 




September 20, 2012 
PSCI 2300 A: Historical Political Thought Week 4

LECTURE 4

Second Letter: it must be said that Socrates wrote nothing. He is tied to the traditional morality rather than writing. When one switches from morality to writing, then the memory shifts differently. When you write something down, memory is not vital. Maybe the reason Socrates didn’t write was because of this. He says, however, “I am going to write this down”. This makes it dangerous. But he is clear about the kind of writing he will be engaged. The letter is written towards the end of Plato’s life. 

Kolo Koli - 
Seventh Letter: it alludes to the spiritual crisis which is the context of the early dialogues. This is a reflection/memory. He reflecting at the time right after the war in which Sparta instituted the public regime in Athens. Sparta introduced a puppet regime known as “thirty tyrants”. After the city 13 tyrants were defeated, they demanded democracy but it was bad and made the previous government look like an age of gold. Revolution is used to have because the Greek words does not translate to the same meanings. 
Plato’s Apology of Socrates
· Reflection: it entails memory. 
Setting: It takes place in the highest court of Athens – Supreme Court of Athens. It is a formal setting. The principle character is a 70-year-old man by the name of Socrates who is frog marched into court and who is charged with a crime of impiety (this means that he didn’t believe in the gods). ‘Honor the gods that the city honors’ was written above the doors. In a time like this (during a spiritual crisis) people do not like those who upset the order of things, those who don’t follow the program. They were looking for people to blame for the disorder.  Another character in this drama is the 500 jurors. The Athenians were not keen to be the jury. They were acting as the judge and the jury. The jury has a role similar to the chorus in Aristotelians plays.  
Meletus’ authority came from his skill as a master tanner. These 3 guys are representatives of those elements that are reputed to be wise/skilled. These are the characters: the action follows the procedure of the trial. It was written into the constitution. The constitution is a boundary that limits. Athens had a physical boundary and a constitution that acted as a boundary. 

Three moments: 
1) Begins at 17a and goes to 35d. What does it mean that it begins at 17a and not 1a? This is because there is something that has already taken place. We are parachuted into the dramatic action.
2) 35d to 38b. Happens to be 20% of the first moment. The apology of the account is being given. The jury didn’t buy it and they condemned him to death. 
3) 38b to the end. Everything is done apart from bureaucratic measures (signing papers). It is the time that can be used as making the accused the victim.  

I wondered…. Deceived by me: they have warned you not to be deceived by me since I am a clever speaker…. As soon it becomes apparent that I am not a clever speaker… unless a clever speaker is one who speaks the truth -> think of the way he is behaving and what he is saying. Would a clever person say what he is saying? Juxtaposition – what appears to be true and what is true. That which appears to be true has to do with opinions (doxa). Word doxa is still used today. A person who has been orthodoxed has the right opinion. 
Truth and opinion. 
18b: not only are those opinions that are held by my accusers but they are accusers who are more dangerous that got hold of people in childhood. Socrates had an opinion: you had your mind made up before you frog-marched me to court. What I am doing does not match my reputation.
18b&d: 
page 65: encounter charges themselves. Those who do what I am accused of doing also don’t believe in the gods. 
Charges -> Socrates are a wise man. What does this mean? He is seen as a smart guy who causes trouble and doesn’t respect the citizens of Athens that he supposed to respect. He is a thinker. There are 2 kinds of truth: factual and theoretical. Factual truth can be maneuvered out of existence, and during times of great unrest (such a spiritual crisis) theoretical truth takes on greater importance. 










September 25, 2012 
PSCI 2300 A: Historical Political Thought Week 3

Appearance and Reality
· How we express it through opinion and wisdom.  Opinion is an expression of our experience; on the most profound, simple level we ask what do we see? For instance I see the chair; we all have the same opinion of a chair therefore it a particular chair. T represents all chairs but it particular chair – opinions are expressions of parts; it represents a whole. 
· What would mean when we say ‘wisdom? – if an opinion is  a part than wisdom is whole. To be wise, is to know all. Which takes us to the first charge of Socrates, a kind of opinion that coming from his accusers as ‘public opinion’ and its expressed just that way. These charged reiterated 3 times: 
· (a) Socrates was a wise man, thinker. Often think a lot investing things under the Earth = making weaker things seems stronger. This can be taken in 2 ways – wise ass & stirs trouble and wise man. What does it take in order for someone to be deemed? If wise, than you must know the whole (everything). Thinker in Greek is also named as a worrier. For instance, in the Plato play THE CLOUD, he worried about things that didn’t matter. An example from the play was whether a buzz of a neck comes from his anus or his nose? Does it really matter to humans whether buzz of his neck or nose, not really its pointless. 
· Back to the diagram in first of class about the gods, man (world) and shades (hades)  he is accused of questioning the gods, in the earth and even the world of below in which crossing boundaries that shouldn’t be crossed and made the weaker speech deemed strong. The Greek word for magic  = mechanica 
· 19 c. (in the book) - Socrates does injustice and is medilous. He is unjust; just has to do with boundaries (limitations) and the person who is unjust doesn’t do what they supposed to do. The conditions to know what you suppose to do?  To understand to respect ones boundaries – (but how do you know what your boundaries are?)  Usually conventional law would in which leads to consequences can be one. Answer: self-knowledge (you need to know yourself). Socrates does injustice, according to laws of the city laid the conditions to know what to do or not to do, therefore your onus is to reflect. By investigating things under the Earth and heavenly things can allude to something. 
· 19 c.  someone who makes money from teaching (in the book). Socrates accused of being  a money making in which he says no. 
· 19 b. the word gentlemen (in Greek: O kalos|k|agathos = k  and; the kalos  as noble/beautiful; O  the; agathos  good by nature) Therefore a gentlemen is good by convention and good by nature. 
· 20 c. Socrates is asked “what is your affair/underline concern?” and Socrates answered is that pursuit of wisdom and truth.  Is Socrates really wise? Socrates is just a lover/friend of wisdom (a philosopher); why does one love/pursue anything? What are the conditions needed to pursue anything. Ex) what are the conditions for you to love cheeseburger  well you must desire it (therefore you lack what you want in which you want to possess it). Because Socrates is not wise, and he yearns for it therefore he lover of wisdom. There is a rumor in Athens that Socrates is wise and he has heard these rumors and doesn’t believe it. Therefore, he looks for someone who is wiser than him to justify that he is not wise  he goes to authority/ who appear wise (that’s juxtaposition).  Socrates conclude (after they tell him he is wiser than them) that they don’t know what they are talking about and don’t know that their wisdom is very limited. Socrates is really in love with wisdom and wants to know why people think he is wise; he goes to the holiest shrine (Apollo = god of self-knowledge). Than he goes to city of Delphi and takes a friend with him as a witness and ask who is the wisest man in Athens when gone to the Oracle and it said he is. 
· 20 e (p.69) – “Of my wisdom (…) witness the god of Delphi. (….) Do not make a disturbance”  why do people take what Socrates say disturbing?  He is telling a story about going to Delphi, because he is bringing the gods into the arguments. Not only had he annoyed everybody in Athens but now fooling around by bringing in the gods in his argument. They are disturbed because he is not doing what they expecting him to do (which is to come in and beg for forgiveness). These people wanted to show Socrates a lesson. 
· 23 a. (p.71) – “This is examination men of Athens (…) respect to wisdom”  (translation) Yes, I am wise what kind of wisdom do I mean? Human wisdom therefore I am wise in that limited way. Compared to the gods, I am worthless and only the gods are wise. 
· 24 e. he is being charged with Atheism  this is absolute, in order for him to be an atheists you have to be wise (know all = know that there is a god = whole). Socrates isn’t an atheist, he disbelieving in the sense that the ‘doesn’t know’ (he is a skeptic). All philosophers are skeptics. 
· 28 a-c. The probe relation between death and demonic  Socrates says damon did not restrain him saying that he went to far; therefore following the logos of the argument wherever it goes. His damon isn’t restraining him. He then ended the dialogue in which he compares what he been doing that got him to the court and lead him to behave the way he behave (in which he always acted). He ends by comparing what he is doing to mortal combat in the battle field  comparing self and philosophic activity and mortal combat (what is going on that very minute).  We can be certain when we read Phaedo (‘philosophy is the practice of dying’).  That why he has not begged for forgiveness and acted the way the court wanted him to act, he will pursue wisdom. 
· There is a writing assignment for tutorials 2-3 pgs, doesn’t count but have to write about if Socrates is guilty or not. 
Extra Notes: 
LECTURE 5
Difference between appearance and reality and the way we express the difference as opinion and wisdom. There is nothing wrong with opinion but they may all not be equal. Opinion is an experience of an expression. Opinions are expressions of parts. 
Wisdom: if an opinion is a part then wisdom is the whole. To be wise is to know everything. 
Charges of Socrates: 
1st charge: came as an opinion from his most dangerous accusers (public opinion) and it is expressed just that way. Charges as found -> 
18B: (Socrates is a wise man). 
Socrates is a wise man – this can be taken in two ways: one is that he is smart, troublemaker etc. and literally taken, he is a wise man. 
The Greek word for thinker also means worrier (things that don’t matter). 
Socrates was being charged because he was fooling around with things that he shouldn’t be fooling around with – he was questioning the gods, he crossed boundaries that he shouldn’t have and he makes the weaker speech the stronger. 
19C: 
Charges repeated by Meletus. It happens to be the affidavit itself. Socrates does injustice and is meddlesome: justice has to do with boundaries and limitations. A person who is unjust does things that they are not supposed to do. What are the conditions for you to know what you are supposed to do or not supposed to do? Freedom (of expression), you have to know yourself – you have to know who you are: have self-knowledge.  You have to reflect on your experiences. His meddlesome business tells us a lot of Socrates. Meddlesome: opinion of others. Socrates is a corrupter of the youth, he teacher others to be unjust. Socrates is being accused of being a moneymaker but he claims that he wasn’t. 
19B: 
further reference of being a teacher, a trainer. He teaches young men to be gentlemen – okaloskagathos. The ‘k’ is a connective word and translates and. Okalos translates as noble, fair, beautiful. ‘O’ means deed – good. It appears that the gentleman is doing what he is supposed to do. By convention, a gentleman is good, but he also good by nature. Agathos means good, good by convention and good by nature. That is what Socrates is trying to do.
20C: 
Socrates makes it clear that his underlying concern of truth and pursuit of wisdom. Is Socrates really wise? He is a lover, a friend, a philosopher of wisdom. What are the conditions for being a lover and pursuit of wisdom? Because Socrates is not wise he pursues wisdom. A philosopher is a lover of wisdom. There is a rumor in Athens that he is wise and Socrates hears but he doesn’t believe it because he looks for someone wiser than him, an authority. He concludes that he is not wise but he is smart enough to know that he is not wise. Socrates is in love with wisdom and he wanted to find out why people thought that he was wise. So he went to the authority, the holiest shrine of god – Apollo- the god who is associated with light. He goes to Delphi and takes his friend with him, as a witness perhaps. So he goes to Delphi and says that the god will be able to provide him with an answer. He goes to the oracle and asks, “Who is the wisest man in Athens?” and the oracle said, “You are, Socrates”. 
20E: (Of my wisdom...) 
Why do people find what Socrates is telling them disturbing? He is telling them the story of Delphi. But why are they disturbed? Because he is bringing god into the story. Not only did he tick everyone off, he also fooled around in places where he shouldn’t be. They are disturbed because he didn’t do what they expected him to do – they expected him to beg for forgiveness. These people wanted to show Socrates a lesson. 
23A:
This is after he has already stirred up trouble, gone to Delphi and come back to stir trouble again. 
Socrates says yes I am wise; I am wise in that limited way. He says compared to the god I am worthless, only the god is wise.  The only way that I can be wise is to pursue wisdom, to be the lover of wisdom. 
24E to 27E: 
He is being charged with atheism. He is saying to be wise is to be everything. In order for him to be an atheist he would have to be wise and he would have to know that there is no such thing as the god. Socrates is NOT an atheist. He is not disbelieving god he is being skeptic. But then again, all philosophers are skeptic. 
28A to 28C:
Investigation between the demonic and death. 
Socrates says that his demon did not restrain him. He is following the logos of the argument wherever it goes. He then compares what he has been doing that got him to court and behave the way he is behaving (act the way he is acting the way he has always been acting) and comparing himself to mortal combat. “Philosophy is the practice of dying.” This is illustrated by the way Socrates was acting the way he was. He was expected to come to court to beg for forgiveness, but no, he is pursuing wisdom. 
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Tutorial: 
· Philosophy is different as it has the tendency to push out the norms in society and can even go as far as to replace it with its own form in some instances. Ex) PLATO 
· Philosophy = mortal combat [fight to the death]. Philosophy tries to argue that when believe in a point, must stick to it until the point of death and that was seen through Socrates. You cannot half commit, and with Socrates that was the reason why he did not apologize for his actions. If he said sorry halfway, than all of his notions and theories would go to waste. 
· Opinion is half of the whole  so never come correct. What Socrates was striving to accomplish was to fight for recognition (and that what most of philosophy strives to argue as well). 
· There is the justification of right and wrong, however the only way one can learn what is right and what is wrong is based on their own experience (therefore, they must learn for themselves). Must learn this in order to inflict your own opinion on others, etc. 
· READ: ALAN BLOOM ‘CLOSING THE AMERICAN MIND” 
· In THE dialogue, there was something called a ‘Serious Joke ‘ – start off as a joke but the punch line is a fact (ex. Jay Leno Show – making fun of Bush but the punch line is the truth). 
· Athens had walls in which protected the social norm of the city. When Sparta won the war, they broke down these walls, exposing the city and allowing chaos to come in. Therefore, Athens strived to rebuild these walls and boundaries like before and Socrates is trying to expose the city and show them that the conventional norms that has circulated the city for years is not working therefore he striving to re-establish new themes in the city. 
· Read: Xephony ‘Cycle of Love’  about love. 

Class:
 The charge of Atheism 
· Pg. 77  “If you do (…) demonic matters (…)” – this was stated last week with what Socrates saw what he was doing. The damon is more and related to the char; its complex. They had many gods and the pantheon was becoming unbelievable (didn’t work anymore) because people were in a spiritual crisis and was threated to Socrates who (appeared to them) sacrilegious.  At the bottom pg. 77 “of course it is (…) if I do believe in damons (…) believe in gods (…) damons”  what he saying that he is not atheist but may believe in some sort of higher being (different sort of higher being than what these people believe). . 
· Pg. 77 (28 b)  referring to mortal kombat and Herclis the god. He is comparing the ‘demonic act of engaging in mortal combat’ knowing htat it going to lead to death. The demonic = boundaries  (going back to that circular diagram), the boundaries separate the realms (gods, earth, shades) and Socrates is accused of crossing each one and the demonic is an in between, being able to transcend the interest, fear, things that are underline concern that get in the way to seek the truth. Demonic is to stand in between or be able to do something that is god-like, and Socrates comparing his activity vs. mortal combat  comparing self to Achilis.
· Pg. 80  “terrible that would be (…) human being” – he is no more afraid of death than being guilty of being atheist (he more scared of being guilty of atheist), because would know something more than what a human being would know. The demonic zone (in the dialogue) is the in-between (transcend limitations and thought; rise above fear of death), it also like standing on boundary as a threshold between the gods and earth. If you stand in boundary can see everything: difference between outside and inside you can see (this is how philosophy says). 
· P. 80 (30 e.)  gadfly (Socrates compares himself to that (it’s like a horsefly)). Because, a fly that wakes up and refuse to rise above meager self-image (he seeing the world what it truly is).  Sorates is not doing what they expect him to do, this part than leads to the second verse. Court heard his defence and charge him to death and they expect him still to change his conduct. Required at this moment (35 d -38 b) to produce a counter of proposal. Anyone who is facing death would come up with something that would get them off the hook; but look at him comparing to mortal combat and Achilis and gadfly, etc – does he invade death, he has opportunity but doesn’t. Therefore, his damon teaches him to be prudent (that is keeping things separate = thought and action). Before, the prof said thought and action are always together, but in the trial he mixes thought and action (put his money where his mouth is). Instead of doing counter=proposal, he suggest (very outrageous) a reward that is reserved for Olympic champions and hero of the war (men who are god-like), he wanted to receive meals for the rest of his life, as if he is a hero in the Prytanium. The court was upset and going nuts, and of course his friends (Plato, etc) are trying to get him to restrain himself, and then Socrates says ‘ok, I will pay a fine in which my friends will help pay’. The court wants him to reverse himself and say he wrong they want to teach him a lesson. There are three things
· Socrates lack of indignation  but the indignation that is presented is small but minority of jurors who was judging his sentence 
· Indignity (digmos) = cross a boundary 
· Expectations of the jury and the court at which expected him to reverse himself. 
· 30 people among the juriors are significant  the court was a democratic government (ruled by 30 tyrants) (shows how liberal Plato was) so it shows that they are worst than the 30 tyrants. Socrates goes forth to defend his behind and persuade the people to care what they see matters in life, after all he been ebenfitting the city and if not rewarded getting the free meals, what really matters is justice and what you are suppose to do: following the logos of the trial driven by philosophical action of himself. The jurors don’t grasp this and now Socrates is creating another disturbance and at this time cease to pay a fine. 
Third moment of the trial
· The argument and the words of dialogue of the second isn’t long.  Jury condemns Socrates death and Socrates says last words. 
· First thing he points out is his age and would die soon, so why bother because nature will take its course.  “didn’t expect me to do what im doing, but im dojng what im doing because this is what I am expected to do”. Going back, we say in order to know what is wrong or right we need to know, therefore Socrates Knows what he is doing and capabilities, etc. Man does what he expected of him and to do through conventions of nature. Socrates knows what he is fitted for and knows what he is suppose to do. Socrates is a just man  look at the 7th Letter from Plato (that he was a just man). 
· 38 e  “I must (…) that way (…) “  at 39 c. is when speech is mythical. The first part was more myth, the scond part was more of service of a joke, but there is logic to the second part underlining the outrage and the logos that work. In the third moment, we turn to mythos again, but story he tells is about the future and because of that the speech is oracular (an oracle). In the early part, he told a story about Delphi and if he was a wise man – an oracle: unveiling the unseen (foreshadowing) or the past or present. An oracle speaks demonically, mythically and spiritually. In 39 c, it states that he knows his destiny 
· DESTINY IS NO THE SAME AS FATE. Fate = acted upon the outside. DESTINY = To know your destiny you must know yourself, your limitations, your boundaries, your dignity lies = know who you are and participate in those limitations and possibilities; its related to dignity. In order for Socrates to accept his destiny throughout his philosophical lies, he must have transcended the fear of death and because of that he is acting in a demonic way because see things (since not afraid of death) that no one else can see (has a different perspective because no more clouded). IF KNOW what you are suppose to do/not you would do it if have dignity and doing so, you will go to your death. 
· 39 c  “after this (…) die” – standing on the threshold between the present and the future  he sees a fate in his execution. He then addresses his friends (40 a-b). 
· 40 a. – make distinction between opinion and truth. He says how he doesn’t know what death is therefore why I should be afraid. If you know what it is than fear it? Either when you die you just die, and why anybody would be afraid of eternal sleep or transcend our soul into another place (heaven).   “When my sons grow up (…) pained you (..) something before (…) should (…) nothing (…) treated justly by you (…) god.” – uses god singular. Tells citizens do the sons what he did them, if sons become like the city (forgetting who they are) and care about meaningless things, than you should become like me (translation from the quote). 
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· An opinion is the starting point for knowledge  natural vs. conventional – the tension that moves these dialogues are those things. Natural : that which is given; boundaries that are given. Ex) we are born as humans not an owl, our boundaries are given in which given certain DNA, etc. The world that humans lives is found by nature, because given boundaries, but we don’t live in the wilderness. 
· Truth vs. knowledge  similar to natural and conventional, however the use of opinion is the sidewalk of knowledge. 
· Crito Dike (Greek Word) meaning justice; just person has certain conditions needed to be just, which are a certain measure of self-knowledge (know yourself). The god associated with self-knowledge was Apollo (his shrine located to Delphi), Karaphone and Socrates went to this place. Karaphone’s significance in going with Socrates is to act as a witness, but ironically he passed away (one assumed that because he would have attention as a truthful person but he dead.) 
· Theme justice  if you know your boundaries than you know the consequences are and the limits and possibilities are. If know yourself and the limits and possibilities, than you will know what you DO know and DON’T know. Socrates was bright because he knew what he didn’t know. Justice is the theme of the Apology and most of the dialogues. Socrates was charged and convicted of two accounts (most serious one is impiety). Socrates creating such a disturbance because claiming he has different boundaries than other people; he is accused of atheism. Being accused, he is upsetting the natural order of things and the result is breach of peace. Impiety = disturbing the order of things 
· Things that are demonic refers to higher things more than humans, and the footnote to the word demonic identify with ‘half man and half god’. In the standpoint of logos, it means that humans can be god-like and that they are things that are god-like in humans. (last class he referred demonic to authority (something higher that can point to)). Socrates can have a higher entity, but doesn’t have to follow the same entity as the whole of Athens
Crito (Plato) 
· The Apology is a very neat story and manageable = the structure of the dialogue because it host like a court procedure versus other dialogues. Crito, is more like the first dialogue and not neat and must be approached differently because things conjoin together. The structure is messy and complex. 
· Theme  Socrates has been in jail for a while, the trial has ended and he pissed everybody off when he told the court do to my sons like you have done to me. Socrates has been held for days because waiting for a ship to return (significance: the return of the ship is linked to religious reasons = about a monster). In order to pay tribute to the monster, they had to give certain amount of men and women, and usually the most beautiful people. They paid tribute to this every year as the boat goes to Delose and come back to Athens. 
· Why would Plato add this at beginning? Because it is the second most important shrine to Apollo. He uses this because removal of treasury that caused the conflict (Sparta v. Athens), so they come back because have to purify the city until the ship leaves so therefore, no body is executed at that point. Therefore Socrates has had a stay of execution. 
· This is a drama in a dialogue, but it holds the truth. The setting of the drama is in the jail cell where Socrates is in in a number of days. Characters in the dialogue are 3 in total, 2 humans (professors calls them ‘real’) and their names are Socrates and Crito. Another character who is a literary device and It happens to be the highest authority in the city of Athens (the laws and constitutions of Athens)  an invented character by Plato in which Socrates embellished it and created a persona to it within the dialogue. 
· Who is Crito? A friend of Socrates growing up in the same neighbourhood. He a kind of friend that he would know by circumstances (ex. Have people who we grow up with who are still our friends but not that strong like before, etc), meaning the do know eachother but at another level. But this is key that it is CRITO and not someone else. To really figure this out, we need to REFLECT again and think about that the fact that although Socrates is speaking forth through his thoughts and speech of philosophical activity and this is based on his actions throughout great part of his life is what the dialogue apart, but what he has done and thought have come together at the end of the Apology  (thought and action = together). The APOLOGY is based on thought and action and linked into one but for Crito its more of an alternative title is  ‘WHAT USED TO BE DONE’ (that is the meaning of Crito). 
· How Does the action begin? It’s not really dramatic but it is action, what do we see taking place in this  Socrates is sleeping and has been observed by Crito who has been puzzled/baffled by what he just saw in court (he only know Socrates in certain level don’t forget that). Socrates awakes and tells him that he has been baffled (witness something he does not understand); he is wondering how this can be, that this man can be sleeping so ‘sweetly’ when he is about to die. Socrates say ‘Oh, well” in that context 
· “What is the hour (…) accustomed to me by now (…) me” (in the book). Socrates used the word ‘benefitted by me’ that means (1) money, a crimantus  meaning ‘shame or ‘shit-maker’ How has the jailer benefitted?  He has bribed the jailer that is how he got in. Now, what is difference between being in jail and out of jail?  To be in jail, you need break the law (the law is a boundary and if broken you will pay for your actions, other words jailer have to turn the key to let him in). Now Socrates went inside, because able to bribe the jailer with money and cross into jail therefore, there because the act of injustice. 
· “Why didn’t you wake me (…) pain (…) wondering  at you (…)”  Crito is in the state of wonder. Why would you be in state of wonder? Simply, because you don’t understand things, Crito is in that state of wonder meaning that he was a candidate open enough to be taught something, though he is a business man “shit-maker). To be in a state of wonder = state of openness and ignorance and therefore, wonder is connected to ignorance but ignorance tells us that we crossed the boundaries into openness. The Greek word of happiness is damonia. The root word is damon, now damonia doesn’t mean happiness to us, happiness is tied to desire and satisfaction and in the dialogue, it more of transcending chain of desire and satisfaction (never getting enough). Damonia meaning happiness as contempt (knowing who you are and what you are fitted for). 
Side note: look at Sparknote for significance of the ship http://www.sparknotes.com/philosophy/crito/section2.rhtml 


Extra Note:
Major theme of the Apology:
· Opinion and knowledge: one has to do with appearance and the other has to do with reality 
· Opinion is where all knowledge starts 
· A fact is an uncontested opinion 
· Nature and convention
· Good by nature and good by convention
· Nature is about boundaries that are given 
· The world in which humans live is bound by nature 
· Truth and opinion
· Opinion is the surface of where we live 
· Dike: justice 
· Apollo is the god of self-knowledge 
· Socrates went to Delphi
· Caritine was also at the oracle 
· If you know something about who you are then you know what your boundaries are, what constitutes you, what your limits and possibilities are. If you know who you are, then you may also know what you know and what you don’t know. Socrates was wise in the sense that he knew what he didn’t know – to be wise is to know everything, he was merely a philosopher 
· A just person does what he/she is fitted to do
· Socrates was charged with impiety. Why did he create such a disturbance? He is accused of atheism. He is upsetting the natural order of things as a result the breach of peace – he is causing disorder in the city. 
· Demonic vs. authority
· Authority: no more, no less; that which cannot be questioned 
· For Socrates there is some form of authority which he subscribes to but they are not the same as those of the cities

Structure of the dialogue (Apology):
· Court room setting 
Structure of Crito:
· Things float with each other
· The structure is messy 
CRITO
Socrates has been in jail for quite a while. Why has he been in jail for a number of days? Because they are waiting for the ship to return – this was a religious myth. Delos was the second most important shrine to Apollo. They had to wait for the ship and purify the city and no one could be executed. The drama is a work of fiction. The setting of the drama happens to be a jail cell where Socrates had been for a number of days. There are 3 characters: 2 are humans (they happen to be Socrates and Crito) and the 3rd one is a literal device, which happens to be the highest authority in Athens. Plato embellishes Socrates and Crito and then has Socrates embellish the laws and constitution. Crito is a friend of Socrates who grew up in the same neighborhood. Their friendship was one of circumstance – they only know each other on one level. Why is it that it is Crito who goes to the jail cell and no one else? 
The emphasis about Crito is about action. 
How does the dramatic action begin?
· Socrates has been observed by Crito who has been baffled by what he has seen.
· (He only knows Socrates on a certain level)
· Socrates eventually wakes up and tells him that he has been baffled – he has witnessed something that he doesn’t understand. Crito is wondering how this can be - that this man (Socrates) could be sleeping so sweetly when he is about to die. 
· Crito is allowed in to jail. He managed to get in because he bribed the jailer (the guard) (with money). He broke the law to get into jail. The ironic thing is that he is there (in jail) by an act of injustice. 
· Crito is in a state of wonder. 
· What do you do if you are in a state of wonder?
· Why is he in a state of wonder? Because he doesn’t understand. He is a businessman. 
· To be in a state of wonder is to be in a state of openness, ignorance. In order to learn anything, one has to be in a state of openness. Ironically, wonder is related to ignorance and ignorance says that we have crossed a line into openness. 
· The greek word for happiness is udaimonia. Root word is daimon. 
· Happiness here means time to desire in satisfaction 
· Happiness as contempt. 
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· On Tuesday, we are going to talk about the Phaedro (don’t need to read it but do it). We should start reading Plato Republic (1st 3 pages)
· Talked about the fact, Crito entered the jail just before the dialogue began by bribing the jailer, which is of great importance that he was able to cross a boundary that is unjust (we find this 43a and b). 
· 44a – “Well Crito (…)   the ship has just stopped at peninsula that is the tip of larger peninsula and some people have gotten out and said that ship is arriving the next day. He invokes the gods here, “if the gods (…)” here is  a man who was accused of atheism. Therefore, he is invoking the gods but not the same gods that the city believes in. Socrates thinks it will be so because he had a dream (and last week: the dream thinks about the ilia again). Also, Socrates is referred to as the ‘demonic Socrates’. The word demonic comes out, but what Crito is trying to say is that he surprises him. 
· We start looking at that point around 44e, and arguments that Crito going to make for Socrates saving his skin. He is going to make a series of arguments and they are arguments that serve into certain category. Category is defined as ’prudential’ arguments , going further, prudential means practical, ‘if you do this, the results would be bad’. If refuse to escape public opinion, than people are going to look down on what you have done (this is Crito to Socrates). It will confirm to people that you are a man who is not to be admired. 
· Why admire someone who went away from his wife and children in order to philosophize? Crito argue this, and these are prudential arguments at which arguments to do with self-interest. We always start off in this level, self-interest (level of underline concern) in an opinion.
·  In 44 c and d and below at e, there is a reference by Socrates  referring to democracy. Don’t forget that it is the randomness of the decision of the democratic government and jury that put Socrates to death, they lost control of what they were doing and set up events and acted randomly. Democracy is a beast that has unidentifiable results/outcome. Crito is not organized with his arguments (he is not a lawyer), but in 45 b. he says that he has connections and will be taken care of, and Socrates is being stubborn. Crito is saying that if you leave I have friends who will take care of him (protection, food, etc), because Crito doesn’t believe that him throwing his life away for this make sense, and he is letting everybody down because of that.  
· In 45 e, Crito argues shouldn’t have had children IF he was going to do this. Crito believes that he is not doing what a just man is suppose to do, and he is ashamed and it looks like a coward move. “It look like we were afraid to save you and vice versa with yourself” = he refuses to defend himself as a man would do (acting unmanly). But with these arguments, it argues in the point of self-interest either through Socrates or through the interest of the family and friends. And so, Socrates argue what kind of standard to judge (if we can find some authority to be persuaded that I should or shouldn’t leave ) than this is a just thing to do. The only way to unjustly be just is to persuade the law. The greatest authority is laws and constitutions in Athens themselves. 
· Laws and Constitutions  both have to do with boundaries and are used together. It’s obvious that a law is a boundary that constitutes a criminal act. The constitutions are about the laws; they are collected laws. It’s a way of seeing and doing things and they may or may not be written down. What Socrates going to do is to get Crito to agree that greatest authority in Athens is laws and constitutions?  And this poses of literary machine  it acts as a third character in the story. Arguments – “contracterialism” (certain agreements), 
· Crito argument summary from 45e. But in 46, at the end of paragraph wanting to find principles. Political arguments that can be found 46-47. 
· At the beginning of 47-48b, there is talk about the body and soul. Socrates argues that there argument they are fighting Is not affected. But the important thing is not to live, but to live well (conclusion of body and soul argument). 
· Next argument (49) is: is is right to do a wrong for the wrong (retaliation)  the city wronged him for no reason and didn’t turn out accordingly in the state, and ended up doing something that didn’t expect and inadvertently they wronged him, however, is it just to retaliate (‘2 wrongs don’t make a right’). The argument is going to take a different turn at this point, it moves from Socrates as man of flesh and bone to the body politics and begins with him asking Crito a question. And Crito argue that we not doing wrong if not abided but your just agreement and he couldn’t really answer the question. Its not right to break the law because would set bad example and show that a law is not forible. For the sake of utility and to protect the laws of Athens but abide to them; there are reasons why you shouldn’t do this (Socrates says this). Another Reason in 50d. we are made legitimate by us, and we legitimated by our parents which made you legal and citizenship making you an Athenian by right. Generally speaking, these are laws that Greek calls ‘pytham’ (‘culture/ways of doing and seeing things), in other words parents gave certain pattern in life and in return who incorporate that and that what makes you an Athenian  because you are born in Athens, you are than obligated to obey us .
· Argument for Duty  arguments that compatible in other words ‘it’s your duty to obey parents because they are parents’  however, if tell the soldier that it is his duty to hold his post (not desert his post). Socrates compare self to a hope-like soldier and with that argument is another argument called in loco paranthis (in place of parents) in other words, the law raised you like your parents and gave you protection and etc and enjoy the benefits (this can be found in 50 b). the argument: if you don’t like ATHENS than leave, but fact that you didn’t leave that means you approve us. That is compact argument like an argument for duty (they both similar though because have to do with order of things and self-knowledge). 
· At 50e  there are metaphors that act like authorities argued for or against in court. Ex) Me and friends go somewhere, and you decide to go home because too much to drink. You walk and creature stands infront of you and says give me your money or will be shot. The question What will you do? If you are prudent, you will give the man all the money but if opposite can say no he shoots you or you can say ‘I don’t have any money’ (lie but still get shot), but say that and say ‘… but if follow me to the ATM I will give you all the money in my savings”  with this y can go further on and say ‘y may have not have the benefits that I have had therefore I am obligated to give you something’. 

Extra Note
443B – 44B
Socrates and Crito are talking about the ship coming in. Socrates tells Crito that he thinks the ship will not come in today. Socrates had a dream (this makes us think of the Illiad). 
44E
Crito is going to make a series of arguments that fit into a certain category – they all have to do with prudential (pragmatic results – if you do this, the results will be bad. If you do not run, people will look down at what you have done, what will people think? – public opinion). Crito says what will people think about someone who abandons his family, his and children? These arguments are practical and are appeals to self-interest. This is the level of underlying concern. 
Democracy is a kind of beast that has an unidentifiable result. It acted random. 
46B
Crito says that he has connections and he has people who will take care of Socrates. He says that Socrates is letting his friends and family down. Socrates refused to stand up for himself – he was seen as unmanly. It is all about self-interest. Socrates says that if they can find some authority somewhere that can persuade him to leave or not to leave. He says that he must be able to persuade the law of this. The greatest authority is the laws and constitutions. Laws and constitutions, both have to deal with boundaries. The laws may or may not all be written down. He is going to get Crito to agree that the authority (overarching metaphor) of Athens presents a 3rd character in the dialogue – he put words in the laws of the constitution. 
Every argument that has been made is based on political opinions. Contracterianism – certain agreements.
46 – 47
Political arguments.  We should take some arguments more seriously than others.
48
The important thing is not to live but to live well. 
49
It is never right to do a wrong. Socrates said that they had wronged him. Is it just to do a wrong for a wrong? 
Arguments for utility: it isn’t right to break the law. You must, for the sake of utility, obey the law. There are reasons why you should not do this. 
50D
He is saying that it is because of them that he is an Athenian, that he exists. You have received certain benefits from us and because you have enjoyed these benefits you are obligated to obey us. Benefits received. This is a contractual argument – you were born in Athens. What if he hadn’t been born in Athens? What if he came to Athens? 
Arguments for duty are arguments that are pretty compact. It is your duty to obey your city. It doesn’t have a whole lot of parts to it because it is compact. 
Ilocalimperentis: the laws raised you instead of your parents. 
The proof that you didn’t leave means that you approve us otherwise you would have just taken your stuff and gone. The arguments have to do with the order of things, with piety, with self-knowledge. Socrates in this case is making arguments because he knows what he is fitted to do. 
E
Argument for obligation. Overarching metaphors that can act as authorities. 












October 9, 2012
The dialogue was between Socrates and the laws of Athens. The setting of the Crito is very informal that’s why the dialogue doesn’t have a lot to it. 
How would you characterize Crito’s arguments?
· Self-interested: there is nothing wrong with having a self-interested argument. With these kinds of arguments, you can only transcend them or rise above them. Arguments begin with opinion which are self-interested. 
· There is no authority other than self-interest that is elicited. We are not going to question who the great authority is as it is that laws and regulations of the city. All arguments have a certain level of obligation of how one should obey and respect the laws of Athens. 
· Authority: no more or no less that which is questioned. 
· Comparison of something higher
Finishing the Crito 
Pg. 111
52C:
You have shown us by your actions that you are content with us. That you have a contract with us – all these arguments are about contracts. 
Bottom of the page:
“So, are you not transgressing?” Transgressing – literal from the Greek transgress. Transgressing indicates you’re crossing a boundary e.g. do not cross, private property; to break the law. 
Pg. 112
53 between A & B
Transgress
54 (right before D)
Mirror life and good life. In the Apology, he said that the point is not to live but to live well – difference between a good life rather than a mere life. Socrates was told to go to Thessaly – it was outside Greece – it was a barbarian land. 
Pg. 114
54C
Going to Thessaly means that you return a wrong for a wrong and two wrongs does not make a right. Two mistakes cannot change to a good thing.
God is civil -> reference of the body and the soul and the soul being free from the body in death. 
Last line: “god is leading then let it go Crito and let us act…” 
· Act: has to do with action; what is to be done. Action is not the same thing as behavior. You know an action when you see one. 
· Characteristics of actions:
· Acts are preceded by decisions. 
· You do not know the end of an action.
· It takes courage to act.
· It has to be deliberate, refective.
· When you act, you are taking charge of an action 
· This means that we do not know what the result will be – we know that he will die but we do not know what that means. 
· Logos is often translated as “way” (in this case). 
· God is leading – this is an action because we do not know who this god is. You do not trap the logos, you let it lead and you follow. 

Setting of the Crito
· It is fourth of the early dialogues. Setting appears to be a large space in garden. 
· Action: 
· “It was not till evening that Socrates drank the poison…”
· It was a friendly conversation; it did not ambush the conversation. 
· Philosophy is always an open conversation whether it be in prison or market place. 
· Socrates cooks up another story. 
· Conversation of immorality, life after death
· Beauty, goodness and justice are things that are internal. 
· End of Crito
· “god leads the way”, man can have some knowledge of the whole as he is part of it. His soul never dies, story being told by Plato. 
· Socrates says that in another life can gods true beauty and goodness can be shown
· Shows a picture of heaven and hell
· “This is the myth that is something of a kind that must be true” 
· Discussion ends with then sunset and drank the poison. 
· His last words were “Crito we have offer…” 
· In Phato 8, philosophy is the practice of dying
· We must be able to transcend our underlying concern and give meaning to our actions. 
These are the main characters in the republic: 
So-kratos – Sure strength 
Glaukon – Gleaming one
Aedlamantos – dauntless one
Polimarkos – war ruler
Kephalos – Head (of the family)
Tkasymakhos – bold fighter










































October 11, 2012 
PSCI 2300 A: Discussion Group 
· The theme of justice is vital in the Crito  Socrates refused to break the law and defend the laws of Athens, same time, is still in jail in which he broke the law at a point. There is conflict between the man and city
· There is tension between Socrates and the city. Had chosen to live, would legitimize initial objections and he would have been seen as someone acting as self interest vs. the notion of general good.
· Socrates believes the laws of the whole but doesn’t believe in the laws of the city of ATHENS. Socrates believe the laws are corrupt. In the Crito though, he defends the laws, seems like Socrates is too good for the law. 
· Phaedo argues that the soul doesn’t die therefore the philosopher In relation to the city? The philosopher doesn’t believe that the laws are final, that the mortal combat was the theme in the city.
· What has Socrates fully justify? Its his motivation. He hints the damon (boundary  has mix feelings. What does he want? What account of himself is ‘Socrates’ or a philosopher? One who seeks wisdom, based on his actions he tries to learn therefore he questions a lot. However, the citizens don’t understand why his questions are there.
· Why does Socrates care for a city that doesn’t care about him? Socrates argues that he does not care about him, but it goes back to what is justice?  Harm to enemies and good to our friends and there are different ways finding who are our friends and enemies, etc. 
· Will stick with family, and the family is the city at which you will hype about because they protect you. Therefore justice comes along with this. 
· The republic is the middle 
· Read jane Austin – about femininsm 

PSCI 2300 A: History of Political Thought Week 5 
· The Characters: 
· Socrates ‘ “One with sure strength” 
· Glaucon – ‘the gleamy [shiny] one’  Usually a man who ‘shines’ means that he is bright but could also mean God-like
· Polemarchus – (Plato Brother) ‘dulplus  one” (easy going) 
· Adeimantus – the ‘war-ruler’ 
· Cephalus – ‘head’, but in this case, it implies the head of the family
· Thrasymachus – ‘the bold fighter’ 
· Cleitophon –
· Socrates sure strength overcomes the death  the fear of death is a kind of disengagement in one way, when Socrates refuses to focus on death in the argument because doesn’t know what it means therefore why should he be afraid if doesn’t understand what it is. Socrates disengagement transcend the fear of death results in not being admired in his self-interest  
· . Socrates is the man who is wise man in the “limited sense”  this is Human wisdom which is limited. He tells us that unexamined life isn’t worth living and if one examines the things that matter, you can attain a limited percentage of this wisdom. Suggest that Socrates isn’t just human but radically human. We might say that he even all too human. Thanks to the courage of Socrates, he is a wise man but atlast the opinion of him deems him as a ‘wise-ass’  (he is correct but not the truth). 
· Correct vs. Truth – according to opinion of the many, Socrates was a wise-ass. But according to the truth, he was a wise man because he knew that he did not know things. 
· Next step, to say that Wisdom (the Whole) and the god represented as a circle (note: in the prof’s essay, capitalize the word ‘whole’ and ‘wisdom’). The name of the dialogue is named Republic, meaning ‘the public thing’ Now, we ask the wuestion what does public mean and what does ‘thing’ mean? 
· Thing  (what are the condition attained to identify a ‘thing’). You perceiving it doesn’t mean that it is a thing. With the useof the 5 senses though, you can argue that if you cannot see the item that is thrown at you however, it connects the 4/5 senses by hearing, smelling, etc. If you feel something it has the boundaries. Therefore a thing is something that stands out of its boundary. 
· The laws and constitutions of Athens may or may not be written down, however it is a public thing (a boundary); it constitutes, what or who is an Athenian, the function of the state, etc. We are talking about something that is related to the laws and constitutions of Athens. However, the word Public means the opposite of the private, its open. To mean that something is open, you can see everything inside. This is something not easily seen in the eyes, you can’t do what you do in private in the public (most things).  Republic are ancient word that form wordly consciousness, religion (Hebrew and Christian bible), politics  it is very ancient but important 
· Setting of REPUBLIC  Begin, that the era of this is 421 -415 BCE. Socrates was 70 when he died, and if this era started in 421, at this time he would have been around the 40s late 50s. We are talking about the late Socrates, where it was a peaceful time of the Pelobonnision war; it was a time during the war that people were more likely to do what these characters do in the dialogue. 
· The first word of the story “I went down to (…) (p.3)  the word ‘I’ (Socrates is speaking) he is giving an account; the next word is a verb ‘went down’ = to go. Therefore, this is based on past tense. Why is this dialogue past tense and not present? What the significance about it written in the past tense? The past isn’t a thing where you can identify it, but it shows that he already experienced this occasion. How did we experience something that already happened? Need to reflect on this, what is reflection? To recall your experiences; the word recall (verb: ‘call’) is to do it again (resurrect from the past; reflection). The word down, the opposite of down is up;  the Piraeus is the ‘port of Athens’ at which he went down there the previous day (compared to something that happened a year before). The Piraues is the port of Athens, in order to go down there you will have to be at the port. 
· Port vs. the city  if your down there (at the Piraeus), that means that the city is up. Socrates and Glaucon walked to this area; the city had ‘long-walls’ made the city impregnable (meaning nothing can’t go in and out). In order to go out, there was a road close to these walls. The difference between the city and the port is that one is up and one is down. What are the conditions to have a port? You need water, how does water differ from land?  One is a liquid one is solid therefore have different properties. The land is substantial than the water. 
· Ariston  Aristoie = comes from the best. The son of Ariston came from the best family. “ to pray to the goddess (…) I wanted to observe (…) festival’ (3)”. Pray to the goddess  what goddess is there, we know that there is a festival at which held at the first time. Why has a good time at a place like Piraeus? What do we see there, we see perception and practice meaning different ways of thinking and doing things down at the port. Remember, this is powerful city during this century; the height of the war, Athens supply line went to the black sea and the coast of modern Ukraine. People attracted to the cities because it has variety, WE ARE TALKING ABOUT THE GLOBALIZATION OF THE ATHENIAN WORLD, in which different people come together. This festival is associated to Vinesius and Venesia. IT WAS A FOREIGN GODDESS, in whom hosting a festival. For the first time poor cities are novelty because sees things differently (i.e. it is multicultural). 
· “Now in my opinion (…)”  it just one opinion, Socrates didn’t say ‘My opinion is…” (orthodox view).  What he saying is that it is hard to show who belong there and who didn’t (couldn’t tell who is visitors and who lives there), therefore, Socrates describe multiculturalism and globalization. Sparta and its allies are afraid of Athens because its so globalized and didn’t want to be threatened by others.
· In order to go down to the town, you must turn around. When you turn around, the will see what is described in the book, the would witness a scene presented. When you turn around you see something different. The very beginning of the book holds metaphors. Polemarchus ordered his slave boy to run to them and ordered them to wait (Socrates was ordered by a slave). “And I turned around (…)” meaning that Socrates was about to turn around and head back to the city. But the slave took hold of Socrates cloak and told him that his master (Polemarchus) ordered Socrates to wait. Glaucon said of course they will wait. [327 a-c]. 
· Polemarchus says that there are many people there in the event, and by Socrates turning around to go back to town is disrespectful. If so, Polemarchus, jokingly, says that Socrates must prove his strength amongst the others to go. 

Extra Note: 
These are the main characters in the republic: 
So-kratos – Sure strength 
Glaukon – Gleaming one
Aedlamantos – dauntless one
Polimarkos – war ruler
Kephalos – Head (of the family)
Tkasymakhos – bold fighter

Socrates overcomes his fear of death. He refuses to focus on death because he is not sure of what it is. Transcending the fear of death would require a kind of detachment/disengagement results not being self-interested. 
“This is human wisdom so says Socrates in the Apology. He tells us that an unexamined life is not worth living…” “I would suggest that Socrates is not just human, but he is radically human.” We might say that Socrates is human, all to human. 
There is a difference between that which is correct and that which is true. According to the opinion of the MANY, he was a wise ass but according to the truth he was a wise man because he knew that he did not know. 
Wisdom, the WHOLE, and the god is represented as a circle. 
The name of the dialogue is Republic and the literal translation is the “public thing”. What does thing mean? What are the conditions that need to pertain for one to identify a thing? A thing must stand out (if it didn’t then you wouldn’t be able to see the boundaries). The boundaries of Athens are constituted by the laws and regulations of the city. What is public? Public is open and private is closed. If the public has to do with the open (outside), then the private has to do with something on the inside. Things done in public are not done in private and things done in private are not done in public. Republic is one of the ancient words that have formed the private spectrum. 
Setting:
· Time and space in which the dialogue takes place
· Time is 421 to 415 BCE. 
· Time during the peace of Nicias (started in 421 BCE) 
· This was a peaceful time during the Peloponnesian war.
Dialogue:
· First line: “I went down to the P. yesterday with G. son of Ariston to pray to the goddess”
· I -> Socrates is speaking
· Went -> is a verb – it is in the past
· Why is it past tense and not present tense? 
· Because Socrates had already experienced it. It had to have already taken place.
· How do you experience something that has already happened?
· You have to reflect on it
· You have to recall your experiences
· Down -> opposite of down is up. 
· He went down to the port of Athens. 
· Yesterday -> more likely for Socrates to remember to the events
· What is the P.?
· It is the port of Athens
· What are the conditions for him to go down?
· You need to know the difference between the Port (city) and the City itself (City of Athens) 
· In order for the to go down, there had to have been a physical way of going down – they walked 
· In order to go from the highest point to the lowest point of the city, there had to be long walls. They were walking on top of one of these walls – there was a road. 
· Conditions to have a port
· Has to have water instead of dry land
· Water vs. land
· Different properties – solid and liquid 
· Walk on land, cannot walk on water
· Ariston comes from the Greek word Aristoine which means the best. 
· Goddess: one being honored by a festival which was being held for the first time
· Who were the people putting on the festival for the goddess? 
· Different ways of thinking and doing things
· Richest city in the 5th century
· She had a navy that no other place could match – the navy was mighty.
· At the height of the Peloponnesian war, her supply lines were so large that it went up to the Black Sea. 
· Festival was for the foreign goddess (not a Greek goddess)
· This was a novelty
· Port cities are multicultural cities 
· “Now in my opinion…”
· He wasn’t giving you the orthodox version
· It was HIS opinion
· The way of doing things in Athens was being spread around and her neighbors were getting worried. 
· The last line: “We went all toward town”
· What conditions need to take place from coming down from the port to coming back up to the city?
· Paragogey: turn around
· The scene was being presented
· What happens when you turn around?
· You do not see the same thing  - you see things differently
· “Catching sight of us…”
· They are pressing homewards – they are moving up; they have turned around and are moving up
· Slave boy said that Polimarkos ordered them to stop 
· “And I turned around
· He turned around towards going back to town
· The boy took his cloak and said that Polimarkos said to wait. 
· Of course we will wait said Glaukon
· Polimarkos said Socrates I guess you two are hurrying to get back to town. Do you see how many of us are here? 
· Its just the two of you and the rest of us and we are ordering you to stop
· Isn’t there still one other…
· I am persuading you that you must let us go. 


























October 16, 2012
Psci 2300 A: History of Political Thought Week 6

· Metaphor: rises up and carry over and points to something else. The meaning in Greek terms is metaphoros . Ex) I went down yesterday  the first line of the Republic and the third word particularly is vital. The opposite of down is up (as already discussed), this is the controlling metaphor throughout this whole book is: UP and Down and its relationship. If recall other metaphors in beginning of book, there are many more. When they went down, Socrates and his friend saw a festival to another god (the key to this is another (foreign) god). 
· The opposite of anew = the old  the innovative and the traditional (anew and the old). And there was a festival occurring, lots of innovative things were happening and among them is an event described in the second top page of the book, and it was called the Horse Race. The importance of this is that they were passing torches => thus light vs. darkness. Already established the condition pertained in order for them to press onward was to ‘turn around’ (Greek: paragolga). When you turn around, you see something different with your physical eyes and when you close your eyes and remember (put parts into a whole) you are trying to recall things from before.
· The slave boy comes to Socrates and friend to stop them from pressing onwards, and the slave boy grabs his cloak and physically turns him around. Poly’s house is somewhere between the Pratheus and the City (the water (port)). As discussed, Socrates goes to his place to go to a drinking party. When Greeks have a symposium, they are physically on couches, they will eat lying down and drink as well. The host encounters Socrates and his friend, and the host is Cephalus. 
· Cephalus complains that Socrates doesn’t come out to see him enough. Cephalus is an old man (old vs. young) and being old he cares about things that he didn’t care about younger age. The text tells us that all he cared younger was ‘sex’ and relishes that could be found in the Piraeus. Being a successful business man who made money and inherited money (330a-b). He didn’t care about the gods and etc, therefore a clue that lately he has been sacrificing to the gods therefore now care about things versus before. He was asked if he could enjoy sex, and he says ‘Its not so bad not having sex because free from those damons”. 
· Cephalus is trying to appease the gods whom he ignored when younger to make up for lost times. It has been ordained that the discussion which take place in symposium  will be the subject of justice.. Therefore, talk about justice is the theme of the party and Cephalus (being the eldest) first states his notion of justice. Remember he a business man and arms makers (make weapons, shields, etc). Now, he is not incidently Athenian citizen like his residence half way between the up and down (therefore halfway citizen = economic rights not political rights). 
· What would Cephalus say what justice is (in his opinion)? Justice Is to give each what they owed. But in order to ‘cheat’ and not give people what they owed, than lie to people.  Its obvious that business man would say this is deal of justice, But it is limited and Socrates will be able to point to limitations that this does not hold all instances, for business yes, but other things, nope.  
· Cephalus is embarrassed and goes back to do his sacrifice to the gods. Next, his son inherits his father arguments and runs with it with Socrates (Polymarcheus). Poly, says justice is ‘helping friends and harming enemies’. Now if paying debts and telling truth is business man, someone who is influenced by democratic mentality would think of ‘helping friends and etc’. He is son of business man so therefore he is an aristocrat (honor), this explains why he would hold on to the notion of helping friends and etc. 
· Rmember the two dialogues (Crito and Republic) are about justice  we are continuing this theme, but this time this is huge. Justice has to do with boundaries. Conditions pertained to reach decision of friend helping friend and harming enemy? (1) You will have to have friends than enemies and also identify your friends and know your enemies (so you know who to harm and who to help). (2) establish an idea/distinguish between helping and harming. These 2 notions of justice, are more complicated that’ll arise from this book. 
· What happens next? On p.7, (331 d) “It most certainly is (…) all”  when you interrupt (like in this case), you cross a boundary and cause a disruption, in other words ripping and tearing and jump into things.   p.13 “Now Thrasymachus (….)fright”  (an example of interruption) but also it shows that Socrates is boosting a bit about ‘flutter from fright’. Plato wants you to think when read this part. Think of the APOLOGY. Socrates argue that he frightened. 
· P.13  Thrasy. Has an argument (which is a bit cimplicated). Thrasy. Was known as a ‘sophist’, Socrates in the Apology was known as a sophist (sophist = makes living by teaching; teaches men who has enough money to pay the teacher. Athens being a city with money had this. People came from abroad to teach in Athens because of the money.) And the kind of self-serving/ self-interested argument that a sophist would argue is the same as what Thrasy. Argued in the book.
·  His argument is unconventional and because of this too many would be shocking because it is not nice. Thus, leaves no room for mistake, he argues ‘justice is the right of the stronger, the weak has to follow the rules of the strong. The stronger draws the boundaries and sets the limits and possibilities of what ‘just’ really is’. When we get to the point of frustration, Thrasy (in his rhetoric) he argue another thing; at this point it is pointed out that what he saying is ‘to achieve an end and would do ANYTHING to get that point; would choose any means necessary to accomplish the end that I desire (the end justify the mean). There are no natural or given limits in the relations to the means of the end; if no natural limit than everything is a convention and than that means to get any end is LEGITIMATE. And that is why the argument is difficult to understand
· Convention vs. Nature  something that is given (nature) vs. something that is necessary. No possibilities, everything is wide open and that what Thrasy., us arguing. And then he goes a step further, because of his frustration vs. Socrates not taking him seriously. ‘End justice is better than justice’ (Thrasy.). Page 338 d  Socrates is humiliating a Thrasy. Socrates himself is engaging in this to humiliate, but why to humiliate instead of turning him around instead of teaching him something? Because Thrasy. Is ‘unteachable’. Pg. 21 (e) to p.22 Socrates is talking about house-breakers. 
· He says :Thrasy. You demonic man (…)” = you are a fraud/trickster. Now, several pages over later, he will cause (p.29) Trasy, to blush = been exposed. 
· This first book doesn’t take us anywhere, but make it possible to go somewhere else. It stuck in an underline concern (book 1), this is close to related to self-interest. Self-interest Is always a question (i.e. why Socrates not fight like a man and etc), and concluded if couldn’t rise above underline concern (experience that hold us to the earth) he could never transcend the fear of death. Can’t transcend self-interest, think like ‘taking places of the bush’ need to clear the bush away to see what is there by connecting it to some metaphors in which help us rise up and point to something else. It is saying, convention is worn out. So begin Book 2, that Thrasy. Is un-teachable 

Extra Notes:
The metaphors in the book, is what make the story make sense. A metaphor is something that rises up, carries over and points to something else. (Meaning directly taken from the Greek – Metaphoros). 
Controlling metaphor of the whole book is up and down, and the relationship thereof. When they went down, they saw a festival to another god – a foreign god. 
Juxtapose metaphors: new and old; innovative and traditional 
There were lots of innovative things going on in the festival and at the same time there was another event going to take place – the horse race. They were passing torches. Metaphor: Light and darkness. 
Symposium: drinking event. Guys declining on couches. Arms are propped up abd eatng and lying down, and drink an awful lot. Socartes encounters a host. The host is Cephalus, who is the head of the family. He has been interrupted, he says to Socrates, you don’t come up here a lot do you? You have the old and the young; being old, he cares about events or things that he did when he was younger. All the other relishes that can be found and be a successful businessman to make more money than the money that he had already inherited – he has the money to engage in such activities and did not do the things that the man ought to do. He didn’t care about the gods. What has been doing? He has been sacrificed into the gods? He now cares about the things he didn’t enjoy or care about before – he is free off the demons. He is making up for it by trying to appease the gods who he has ignored. They are going to sit down and talk about justice and Cephalus should go first. He is a successful businessman who is a half-citizen and has economic rights but no political rights. Being a businessman, made he want to make money and satisfy his needs. What would the old Cephalus say about justice? Give the people what they are owed (if you do not pay what they are owed then you can loose business); and lie (if you lie about your debts, be dishonest). This is what a businessman would think of justice, if there are limitations. Cephalus is embarrassed and decides he should leave and resume what he has been doing – sacrifice to the gods. Polymarkos inherits his fathers argument. Polymarkos’ claim on justice is the derived claim of justice from his father. But he said that justice is ‘helping friends and harming enemies’ – a warrior would have this view of justice.  What are the conditions to reach such a conclusion (helping friends and harming enemies)? you have to have friends and enemies; be able to identify your friends and enemies; know who to harm and who not to harm; you have to be able to distinguish to helping from harming. 
Page 7: 331D
· Interrupt: cross a boundary; a disruption – ripping and tearing, jump in. 
Page 13: 336B, C, D
· You are not doing anything but asking a bunch of questions; you are not doing anything to make an argument
·  What is Plato thinking when he is saying this? Think of the Apology. 

Socrates A sofist is a teacher who spends time teaching young men who came from a good family who has money, and who can pay the teacher for his services. Presimitus was also considered as a sofist.  Socrates disputes taking money. Sofists are self-interested. 
The reason for presimitus’ arguments is the way it is, is because:
· very unconventional
· to many it would be shocking because they are not nice and do not any leeway. 
· Justice is the right of the stronger; winner decided what the boundaries are 
In his rhetoric, Presimitus has been going all over the place. He says that he wants to achieve any end to get what he wants and choose any means necessary to acomplis the end that he desires. The end justifies the means. There are no natural or given limits in the relation to convention.
Convention and Nature 
· he takes a step forward and says injustice is better than justice

Presimitus is simply unteachable. And Socrates doesn’t turn him away
READ 344A (page 21) VERY CAREFULLY
· He is talking about housebreakers (metaphor) 
· Socrates had gotten Presimicus to agree against his will – that there is more to justice and is a kind of virtue. He doesn’t really address presimicus’s experiences. Socrates makes him blush. He has been exposed. 

Book one is stuck in the underlying concerned and is very closely related to self-interest. 
We cannot transcend self-interest in book one. 
Connecting it to metaphors. The gods do not work for us anymore – what they say is completely worn out. 





































October 18, 2012
PSCI 2300 A: History of Political Thought Week 6

· Characters Book 1: the two main characters we know is Polymarcheus and Thrasymacheus. How do we characterize Thrasy.? He is thoughtless, lawless, no sense of limitations; he does not reflect enough to know who he is. Because of all those things, he has a soul resembling of a tyrant or say that he is certainly a young candidate of becoming a tyrant (if he had his way). Now, what do we see in the characterization of Socrates? We see in Book 1 a man who goes to a house for amusement and have conversation but we know he does not have intent to have same conversation as the others at the party, but he has come to conclusion that Thrasy. Is unteachable. And would say that Socrates playing in Thrasy. Game himself (turning Thrasy. On himself). 
· Book 1& 2: Thrasy. Insults Socrates through the relation of sheep. Book 1 can be similar to a road that does not lead to anything but a dead end. But it’s a road we must go through in order to clear away the rubble to let in light and see where you are (truth). Book 1, not allowing us to take us out of the earth (metaphor for our underline concerns). Socrates conclude if to find a way out of this ‘road’ we need to reflect our steps in the past and also come to a point that Thrasy. Is unteachable (they have to turn around and retrace their steps). 
· Book 1 was only a prelude. Prelude, latin for  to  play beforehand. It can be both a verb and an noun = refer to playing beforehand. Book 1 prelude to Book 2, but also saying that Socrates was playing around with Thrasy, and that why he got frustrated with Socrates.
· “Truly persuaded than you are satisfied”  Glaucon is not only courageous but also erotic, therefore he ask Socrates if he is persuaded. 
· Types of Good: 
· A good that leads to an end to which we choose
· A good that is both means and end because both means and end are chosen
· Both means and ends derives from a necessity  sense that they are given and therefore arise out of nature (it is natural). 
Book 2
· Most people, agree with Thrasy. That there are no natural good, and that all good is conventional/man-made. Byt Thrasy. Quit too soon and Glaucon isn’t satisfied. At 359 a: good in form of justice can be a mean between unjust and suffering justice. There is no natural justice, but doesn’t mean that natural justice does not exist. Now, we have an example of natural justice @ 359 (p.37). 
· 359a: concern of justice being a convention. But if go to 359 c, “that those who practice(…)” 
· 359 d: a story  there is a shepard with his sheep and there is a big thunderstorm at which the earth opens up (abyss) and he looks down there and sees something, which is a figure of a horse and there was a ring in there. The shepard went up and down. He took the ring and turn the collet around whilst with friends at a fire. And realized that the people around him couldn’t see him. Now think, what can you do if invisible? What are the boundaries and actions if invisible? Would be the same person now? We see that the limits and boundaries have changed therefore he rolled around/slept with the King’s wife. Where did they do it? He did it in the bedroom (walked right past the guards, etc) and he seduced the queen. 
· This is a myth that Socrates discussed. If he cannot use logical illustrations (if the logos don’t go further) than he will turn to myths. In fact, we see that this way of proceeding is indication that we going turn around another direction because not getting anywhere and this is precisely what Socrates does. Looking around ofr justice and they haven’t found it yet; Socrates says it probably rolling around under our feet (can’t see it but it there). 
· What do we do if we can’t see something? If we are looking for justice and cant see it, we want to make things bigger so we can see, we want to talk about justice in the soul of the city. This is vital section in Book 2, 368 b -369a – The city in speech. Socrates says we are going to build a city in speech. This is the most important scripture of the book; Socrates says we are going to est a city in speech and base it on nature and nature in the most basic sense. Base it on what we need because it is the fact that we need that makes us not a whole of beings therefore we need a city. But because we are creatures, we need something complete or we dead therefore the city must be rooted in the earth (underline concern). So he tells these two guys we are looking for justice to natural city; it is very simple city based on need. Compare it to a ‘socialist-republic’ group. 
· Glaucon listen to description of the city and says ‘hold on’ this is boring where are the relishes! So he starts to est. a bigger city after describing brother city as a ‘city of sow (female pig)’  however, not all female pigs are sows only ones that have piglets. The characterization of a sow is that she has ‘titties’ and each titty has one for every big (desire vs. need). Glaucon wanted it near the seashore, a division of labour must be complex better than the hippy-community. Therefore division of labor is complex, craftsmen and etc and est. a navy to protect the merchant enterprise. It is a natural city but it is also based on wants on top of needs (this city rooted in earth but also rooted in the world) (Called the feverish city = because expands and expands and crosses boundaries to neighbours property and bring warfare (very rich and growing =ATHENS). 
· Conclusion: Book 1 and 2, Book one is relation about up and down (water and land), however there is no sky in this passage. But Book 2 about the world. Book 3 is about the sky. Who dwells in the sky? It’s the gods; we have to draw an horizon in order to move away from Book 2. We need to give a city a sky in order for it to be a dwelling place to have a meaning. Book 3 seen in 2 ways
· A contest between Socrates and Homer. For the hearts and minds of the young men of Athens. 
· A contest for authority. Who should have power (homer v. Socrates)? Both are replacing the gods of over-arching metaphor. 
· The banishement of the gods in Book 3 begins us that Socrates saying here is the problem THE GODS ARE DEAD, BECAUSE THEY LOST AUTHORITY, WHY? Because of what they do and don’t do. And Plato used Socrates to use many examples to point to bad behavior and therefore are unworthiness. The book comes to a climax at the end, that Socrates admission that poets who tell these bad tells should be banished from city, and if banish these people who are going to tell the good tales? It will be the philosopher and must be protected by the guardians of the city. And these tales be told or lies be told by Philosophers (good liars). IT MIGHT not be correct, but it is the truth and in fact what we are reading The Republic, but it true. 
· The best example is called the Myth of the Medals. In the earth, there is iron, bronze, silver and gold. When mother earth gives it birth, they have certain limitations and possibilities (constitute the natural boundaries making them who they are if they know who they are). And knowing this and therefore doing what they are fitted to do, constitute how natural men should live.  Education in the city and therefore the candidates who are educated certain way should possess certain characteristics on nature; must have trait in their soul to pay attention and see clearly. 
· P.65 (about gentlemen) We have love of learning and spirituals nature that allow protecting the city, they must identify as young men who are both good by nature and convention. 
· Gentlemen shouldn’t be deceived by anything if pay attention and have good memory, there is high chance won’t be victim to wizardry. 

· No paper topics yet because don’t want to start writing the paper yet. Don’t worry, we should just read this text for now and he will give us everything afterwards. 











October 23, 2012 
PSCI 2300 A: World Political History Week 7

· Book 1  (about the earth) prelude to the rest of the dialogue. The word prelude was linked to Book 2 which states everything that happening in Book 1 to happen in order to presume Book 2. Also played around the word prelude, it’s a noun and a verb and it seen in Book 1 (it plays it out ‘playfully’). Socrates playfully annoys Thrasy. When he presented his argument. 
· Book 2  about the city rising from the earth and into the sky
· The great turn that takes place is when Socrates suggest what they been doing isn’t working and not seeing the point. He talks about what to do to show you what to see: they refer to seeing = eyes. If your eyes are in good shape and if also talked about brightness and largeness in order to see. Another way of seeing is called insight. We move in Book 2 from sight to insight; another word for insight is to take initial step back (turn around) and step back into the past. 
· The 1st part of the dialogue “I went down (…)” = refers to reflection. We covered the famous city in part of the dialogue in speech (we followed the logos). We found cities (which are 2) founded in the book: Audymitus (necessity and nature [just enough and not too much]) and Glaucon. Adymitus is a city imagined by Socrates; Glaucon city is not easily satisfied. The brother is usually easy going and nice does not want his city to be complexed; Glaucon wants more (relishes). Therefore, Glaucon city (imagined) is founded near the ocean. It’s a port city; and ports are different from other ports. We look at division of labor is complex and the city grows and richer continuously and crosses boundaries of neighbors which bring war (this is what Book 2 is about). 
· Book 3  there has to be something to give their underlying concerns therefore Book 3 is about the gods. But not the same gods that the city worship; it’s the gods from Homer. Book 3 is about Socrates vs. Homer who sang about Hercules, etc. He shows that these gods are unworthy and the feverish city needs another  because these gods have failed. The contest is about poetry and philosophy (Socrates vs. Homer). And it concludes, with a myth that is like all myths (lies) but what Socrates says is a worthy lie which is called the myth of the medals. Everybody being conceived in earth and have certain boundaries like medals brought up from the earth (bronze, silver, and gold) and they are born from mother earth. Each metal is built in certain way and have certain properties giving it certain boundaries and etc. 
· Book 4 text quotes  “And Adeimantus interrupted (…) watch” (419 a). It is Glaucon’s brother Adeimantus who interrupts. Adeimantus is taking characteristics of his brother so to speak. He arguing that not making these men happy meaning that the guardians, etc are not satisfied. There is a compromise that is made at this point, its made because of existence that must be addressed: money, justice vs. politics = foreign policy (relationship of city being founded to its neighbors) and the compromise is that we will let the money into the city but not make it rich enough to make it an attractive target for its enemies but rich enough (…)  
· *missed 15 min of that lecture because of video 
· Socrates separate guardian classes: active guardians and thinking guardians. The acting guardians are the auxiliaries. This is indication that there is a problem. Any city in speech or actual city are different from one another. Socrates made it seem as though relations of just soul and just city in direct ratio (proportional). But he made is seem that way, doesn’t mean it true; he knows it is not and because he came to conclusion of this he is ready to stop the conversation because like Thrasy. They are not fit for philosophy. Requirements to be guardians
· Pay attention
· Have good memory (so doesn’t get tricked, robbed or bewitched) 
· This is why Socrates wanted to stop the conversation because lied to them both by commission an omission. Commission (thought to action). 
· Book 5  there are 10 books in the Republic; and 5 is halfway = it’s the hinge of the whole book. Its in between of the whole book; any writer of fiction will know what to put and where to put in relations to one another. This is fiction and Plato is very seld conscious where he puts the books; its in the middle for a reason. 
· Book 5 starts on p.127. Socrates made it seem that the conversation should be over. “Good then (…) do?”  asking should we let Socrates get away with his argument. Who was trying to go? Socrates and Glycon wanted to go home or what shall we do? Alternative title for Crito is = what is to be done. 
· “In our opinion (…) common”  believe Socrates is lying to them and left a whole section of the argument. They left out something vital in the guardians in Book 4 (a whole section). The reference to the female law = that reference make any Athenian think of certain play written by Aristophony about the assembly of women. Athenians get a lot from the Spartans, again it’s anti-war play, about the women taking over the assembly whilst man are at war. And at the end pass law that the oldest women in city get the most beautiful young men. What Socrates does is present something more outrageous and anger everybody. 
· What is the whole section  it’s the education that children see at the hearth (center of house in latin). Who gives these children the education? It is the women who do this and they must give them worthy details. The men and women and children receive same education at the hearth but what differ was when they were sent to public education (boys) and women stayed home. But they agree that the most just city (the philosophers are pressing for the just city) is that all should get the same education; only difference between male and female is that men are stronger physically. The first thing that ione thing must do is gymnastic and music (do what the men do at the gym). They learn to box, wrestle, run, etc. and they do it naked. 
· Use the imagination and tell what defiencies of nature that convention would address in order to overcome deficiencies? When men see naked women, they are overcome with desire, but physically they will ‘get excited’. Its called the first wave. Why called the wave? There are three waves to get the education program to work. But first ask, why a wave. A wave: a moving water (current). We can’t predict to waves, what ties to a wave (what makes a wave) is based on wind (in the beginning of dialogue, the festival honoring is association with the moon and the moon affects the wave and menstrual cycle). Calls this a wave because the wave are unpredictable. ALSO, is a word for fetus. 
· Sex is unpredictable, never know what you going to get. We must somehow dearrotisize the city (address this first wave). 
Extra Notes:
Summary: Books 1, 2 & 3
Book 1: It is a prelude for the rest of the dialogue. Everything happening in book one was necessary for book 2. Prelude (latin version): playful. It is playful because Socrates is playing Presimicus. About the earth
Book 2: Logos goes in a different direction. The great turn takes place when Socrates says that what they were doing was not working and he talks about seeing point. 
· Different types of seeing
· Conditions for sight: bright, large, eyes functioning. 
We move from sight to insight and insight to sight. 
There are two cities founded in this book: one based on necessity (Adimositiy’s city) and Glaucon’s city, a city of wants. Glaucon wanted more, he asked, “where are the relishes?” His city is by the ocean. Relationship between means and ends. 
Building a complex and simple city.
About rising above the earth and into the sky

Book 3: About the gods – but not about the gods that the city honors; it is about the gods explained by Homer. It is a contest between Homer and Socrates. He shows that the gods are unworthy and that the feverish city needs another overarching metaphor because the current one is failing as the gods have failed them. The myth of the metals: story about everybody being conceived in the earth and having boundaries that limit their possibilities. Each metal is constituted a certain way and their properties give them certain limitations and properties. 
Book 4:
“And Adeimantus interrupted…” we can say that the guardian-class are unhappy. He has taken the characteristics of his brother. Compromise is made because of something that exists and that must be addressed: money, justice and politics – foreign politics. It is the relationship of this city that is being founded to its neighbors and the compromise is that they will let money in the city but not make it rich enough to make it attractive to her enemies but rich enough to make the guardians feel good. Natural justice has been tampered with conventional justice just the way money and power was used to address the issue with its neighbor. We need to educate the guardians; we must ensure that they know what is good about and for the city that is being founded… 
Wisdom, courage, moderation and justice: these are
The city has 3 parts: 
· Wisdom 
· Courage
· Moderation
· Justice is a function of a relation of those things, not a part. 
Virtues: not for the city, but on an individual basis. Micro and Macro. The gleaming one, Glaucon, insisted on this: the justice of the soul. 
Myth about desires: about the desires both pulling you towards something and pulling you towards something. This is a picture of what corruption is, what injustice looks like. 
· Corruption looks like a rotting corpse. 
· Separates the inside from the outside. 
· Corruption eats away the boundaries. 

Socrates divides the guardians into two classes: those who think and those who act. The ones who act are the auxiliaries. Seems like there is a problem: any city in speech and an actual city are different from one another. Socrates has made it seem as though the relation of the just city and the just soul are in direct ratio. 
He is ready to stop the conversation because like Presimicus the dauntless one and the gleaming one are not fit for philosophy. The guardians should not allow him to be robbed, bewitched or tickled. 

Book 5: 
It is a hinge that holds that dialogue together. It is in between the rest of the books. This is not accidental. Socrates has made it seem that they should be satisfied. 
Page 127: “he” is referring to Socrates. Should we let him get away with it? They have detected that Socrates has been lying to them by leaving out the whole section of the argument. What have they left out? They have left out something educational to the guardians. The reference is to the female law. This reference would make any Athenian think of the play written by Aristophanes, called Assembly of Women (in English). It is about the women taking over the assembly while men are out at war. This would make everyone outrageous. The part that was left out is about early childhood education. Who gives them the education, even before they leave the home to get their formal education? It is the women and they must give them worthy tales. It started to differ when boys were sent to school and girls had to stay at home. In the most just city, they must receive the same education. The only difference is that males are stronger than women and this can be compromised through convention where by women can have the same education as men, e.g. gymnastics and math. What deficiencies would the convention have to overcome? 
Why a wave? Moving water, we can predict current not waves. The goddess is associated with the moons and the waves are associated with the waves. 
The first wave: building a city and 3 ways to get the educational program to work: we must somehow de-eroticize the city (must somehow address the first wave).                











October 25, 2012
· Socrates is creating a contest between is metaphor and his god  changing this metaphor to something (Socrates vs. Homer)  the gods associate with the sky (live in Olympus). His new metaphor is a natural metaphor, based on pattern change in the heavens (associated with the heavens) therefore the new authority is philosophy (philosophy is based on pattern and change). 
· We learn that the city has to be protected therefore needs guardians. This is when we move to Book 4, it requires intelligence of the guardianship to be a guardian (moderation, courage, justice). Justice is a ratio and an example of this is ratio of desire and need, the closer they come together the more justice you have. Ex) have money, and want to divide amongst city how would you do that? 
· It affects the 4 virtues point out and justice is tough to point out because we need to look real hard to see it (it is underneath our feet). 
· At the end of Book 4, Socrates after having told these men what guardians must possess, among this they should pay attention, develop good memory, reflect where they been (anticipate where they going), simply to see ahead so that they will not be hoodwinked by wizardry; and we see this at end of Book, that Socrates sees that Glaucon and his brother and associates can’t understand his point of view and ready to do something else. 
· Socrates creating these noble lies in Book 3 (myth of the medals), however, this will be a legitimate myth compared to vice versa. At the end of Book 4, Socrates not only lying by omission (making them think that they should be satisfied by explanation he gives by just city) but also lying by commission because seeming that weaker argument is overcoming in stronger argument (in other word, he is engaging in trickery and it was thought that if you make a less weight object move than you are using trickery). The men were allowing themselves to be robbed, tricked and acted upon wizardry and etc and there is one reason that underlies everything. Remember, Socrates said the city that is found in is the city in speech. And they kept forgetting it a city of speech, they wanted to est. an actual just city. Socrates knows this and does not want this. 
· Beginning of Book 5 begins by Socrates saying “I will tell you how good regime vs. bad regime (etc) (…)”  he doesn’t state all this because they don’t allow him to state it. One of the men ask ‘are we going to let him get away with this, (…)”  what is the section of guardianship left out?  Socrates decides to reveal the conditions in order to erect the most ‘just’ city. The section left out in the guardianship is the childhood education (lack of education in the hearth= and the educator are the women (i.e. mothers, aunts, sisters, grandmother, etc)). Also concluded that we are going to change this program a bit, however part of this is based on Sparta education. Going to have both males and females to have equal education (only difference between men and women is physical strength) 
· Therefore, we must compromise to make up the deficiency. Pointed out before, that first thing to be educated properly is that one must engage in gymnastic and music  must learn to imitate great athletes and participants in music and etc. But start with gymnastics, when people go to the gym they go naked, but the change here is when women exercise together (naked). What happens to the exercise program if both of them were together at the gym? It’s funny because we know about anatomy and etc. especially what happens to males when aroused. 
· We must find someway to mix convention and nature in order to move along with the process; we call this first step the wave. Wave is defined or the conditions to have a wave is water. The conditions pertain to have this water is the phases of the moon. These people were celebrating the goddess associated with the moon, and the moon affects menstrual period. But still have a issue, what did we do with our erotic natures?  De-eroticize the city is the solution 
· 457 a (p.139)  “women (…) must strip (…) class”  wave one starts at this point. Now, wave 2 is under the 1st quote. What we going to do (in wave 2) is to make all the women available to all the men, therefore reproduction. But do it in such a way, that the children don’t know the mothers and fathers and the parents don’t recognize them as well. They would live together in a tight place; people would think of Sparta in this.  Socrates goes up on Arstophony play, in the educational system, didn’t have any barriers. The men would not even live with the women and men live somewhere else (a pit). When child is born, the mother would bring the child to father and if it not worthy take it to side of mountain and left to die (they wanted boy children). Mena nd women together live in harmony like guardians. 
· But there is a issue, the children don’t know their parents and therefore, something unfortunate would happen. What would happen of didn’t know child and child didn’t know parent? We wouldn’t have city without reproduction, but if don’t know than children could be sleeping with their parents. The text says “this wave is much bigger than the last one (…)”  make sure that parents and children do not breath other (it is a eugenics program). Socrate presenting this to people, people were upset. This is a serious joke to people (he is joking but is serious). 
· Wave 3  wave won’t work unless, “the philosopher rule as kings (…) coincide” (p.153 [473 d]).  Remember what was said in the course, was all philosophy is political and political is philosophy. Power of wisdom not the same but don’t make sense with each other. But classical philosophy (know the boundaries) always teaches pagan kind (or Christian kind). The message is always power and wisdom make no sense without each other but should never be conflated. 
· Message of modern philosophy is not only conflate the two but to co-penetrate the two. The results of this would be technology. 
· In order to bring thought and action together, philosopher would have to do it. Therefore, the word light was used a lot in this case. What are the conditions pertain to see something?  Must have eyes and light. A reflection bounces things back and then we can see with our eyes; we can reflect on what we have seen  “we went down (…)” and when we see it, we ask, what is that? The answer would be in giving in account of what we see = its boundaries. If identify what a thing is, than we might ask why is it there? We are talking difference between opinion and knowledge. In order for philosophy to be possible, need difference between knowledge and opinion; however don’t make sense without each other but can’t be conflated, if conflated than philosophy is impossible. 
· Last 3 pages,it almost like a workout for Book 6. Book 5 is about the most ‘just’ and actual city and Book 6 is the account on how we know this. Because these men have forgotten what they were doing (because haven’t been paying attention and allowed them to be trick), it is not a city of speech or an actual city, that their attention to do what Book 5 is doing (something that is impossible).
· If attempt a just city but don’t know the boundaries, you need a blueprint to construct and erect the city. You are likely to produce a horrible, unjust city of all (that is Book 5). 
· RECAP:
· Wave 1: education program and that men and women exercise together (issue: erotic vs. desire)
· Wave 2: solve problem (technological fix almost)  try to solve the issue 
· Wave 3: technological fix for 2 problems, and need wisdom and power and knowledge. End up with a tyranny, but not like modern tyranny. 




















October 30, 2012 
*get first 10 minutes of class 

· Waves are unpredictable so is conception, child birth and etc. who is born with certain limitations and given certain boundaries by nature and looking at this, what can parents do but to nurture, protect the child and make sure that the early education of the child is done correctly and then do what any responsible parent would do and know what is good for the child and arrange proper education that the child deserves 
· Trying to correct through education, what needs to be changed within convention. What is lacking by nature and cannot be reasonable addressed by convincing and that what education of guardians (particularly) is about.  what is given through convention = education 
· When pushed to extreme though, the reasonable prudent correcting/adjusting of nature can go off the rails. If it is not exercised, than education becomes a co-penetrating of nature and convention and action and thought. It results to acting into nature. Why this is called because expresses unpredictable things that can happen. Even if give child best nurturing/education and etc the child stagnant can still be close to a mass murderer. 
· Action by nature is similar. Action opposed to behavior os risking because always crossing the boundary that which we do not know the result of our actions. Same thing applies here.
· Book 5  radical attempt to create a utopia in the most radical way. Amounts to technological fix. They did not have technology becayse their view of nature was different from ours, however, had different techniques. However, Plato knew that if we are not prudent, if we try to do something against nature and against the boundaries against us, than we don’t know the results
· Consider this program to be found in Book5, most people who aren’t fit for philosophy would take Book 5 as a utopia and Socrates Message and than we should build blueprints for actions instead of est. cities. Plato knew that ideas could be dangerous and ideas not presented to people who are fitted for them (ppl. Who aren’t fitted for philosophy).  To avoid this, he creates first weave which is alteration of everybody physiology by allowing them to be educated together and solving problems which creates erotic desire. He is altering the way People reproduce
· What he came up was a eugenics programs (breeding program). So reproduction and than we needed someone who could run the whole show, therefore a philosopher king.  P.153 (Book 5)  “I say philosopher rules his kings (…)  it would happen by design and accidently, therefore unnatural. P.154   philosopher lover of learning and whole and doesn’t like a part, everything from 477 b, is about relationship of knowledge vs. opinion (the whole and the part). When we get tp.158 (477 b), knowledge and opinion aren’t the same thing; opinion is a part of a whole, and philosophy loves the whole. Now, kno difference betweent he two than philosophy is impossible and nothing resembles philosophy illuminated by light. P.159, when something comes to light on what is, than it lies on purely and simply is in things that is not and ignorance depends on this,  but comes to light is between knowledge and opinion. 
· 489 a (p.160)  the word idea is there. Socrates introducing you to all the terms before book 6. Knowledge and opinion not the same than philosophy is impossible. Now moving to book 6, if book 5 is an account of what the results would be in est. utopia and we discovered the limits and found the difference between knowledge and opinon than we can go on
· Book 6  how we know what we know and the conditions that pertain to our knowing How do we come to know how an what we know  is what the book tackles on. How can the philosopher know the knowing, etc. On p.187, in order to see, we established that need a body that has eyes in order to know the boundaries around them same time, need to be able to have light (brain) in such a brightness that the boundaries whatever looking at can be seen. Need the organs necessary to see things, however, must have light. We can see not just with our eyes, but also see things no longer there, you can reflect on what you trying to look at and have a conversation with yourself = insight. This is what Socrates is stating in the book (about insight).
· P.  188 (508 c) 
· The boundaries of images are fuzzy. A philosopher is concern of the whole and ‘what is’ (what remains/internal). IF want to know more about the images, we think about what we are doing and therefore we move up to the realm. We move up where there is alittle more light and we are in arealm of things. In trust and belief we can know things. This is a world where we live most of our lives. Image and imagination are close to the earth and where humans lives most of the their lives in cities, etc. Cities are a world of things and things have clear boundary and may be the same thing as today and tmrw (a shoe will be a shoe tomorrow). 
· We live in a world of trust and belief
· There is an invisible zone which divides knowledge and opinion (Greek: metaxi) (the demonic zone). You cannot go cross the line without moving to realm of opinion. That point is more of reflections. Ex) Socrates said he had to go down for the Pireus in order to come back up (realization). Socrates steps to intelligent zone of reflection. 
· The means to which thought resulting to numbers (giving an account, not number literally). Being able to account conditions pertain in order to be the way it is for things. The thought and Number is also called dialectic (like a ladder) and this crosses to realm of ideas and form 
· Realm of ideas  put numbers/what I see together in certain relationships. The pattern changes in the heavens (what is internal) and all of this depends on light of the sun. The sun is liked to the good, it is a metaphor in the book which the whole is measured. Philosopher is only a love of wisdom and driven up ladder because love learning only the god is wise.

Extra notes:
Plato’s seventh letter: reflection not only on the Peloponnesian war but also on the spiritual crisis. He talks about what he tried to do (tried – meaning he couldn’t do it). “Miraculous plan accompanied by good luck.” Sometime after the end of the war and the spiritual crisis and the death of Socrates, during the early days of the academy, he asked his friend who was tired of Saracus to come to Athens to teach philosophy to his nephew Dion so that he could put thought and knowledge together. The project was a disaster. Plato learned that there is a speech for every soul – you cannot have a made to wear measurement that fits all souls. Dion was not fit for philosophy. He went back to Athens and eventually wrote the Republic. And the lesson he learnt was the Republic itself. 
Why?
The notion of an unwilling murderer: double meaning of wave – waves are unpredictable. Educate your kids so that you can know whether your child is either  gold, silver, bronze and the ameliorate 
Reasonable there by prudent correcting of nature. If prudence is not exercised then education becomes that copenetrated of convention and nature: “acting into nature” – express the kind of unpredictability. 
The notion of an unwilling murder: It takes courage to bring a child into the world and to be prudent. 
Action: we can establish that action as opposed to behavior is risky and entails to cross a boundary because we do not know the result of our actions. The same thing applies here 
Book 5 is a radical attempt to create a utopia. 
· Technological fix 
However, Plato knew that if we are not prudent, if we try to do something against nature, we do not know what it will result in. 
Most people who are not fit for philosophy such as Dion, consider book 5 as a utopia. 
Build blueprints for actions, not build cities in speech. Plato knew that ideas can be dangerous and ideas should not be presented to those who are unfit for it. 
He creates the first wave, which happens to be the alteration of people’s physiology. He is offering the way people reproduce. He de-eroticizes the city.  
Second wave: Eugenics programme - breeding
Third wave: philosopher king
Page 153: 
“Unless” I said, “the philosophers rule as kings…” (End of page 153). 
For ages, power and wisdom would coincide accidentally. It would happen naturally but an accident of nature. For moderns, it would happen in design – unnaturally. 
Page 154 (just after 474B)
· Philosophy is fitted to rule 
· A philosopher is a lover of wisdom and learning (475D) 
477B
· a hole in the part
· Knowledge and opinion are not the same thing. 
· If there is no difference between the whole and the part then philosophy is impossible and you couldn’t have the philosopher and there is no philosophy illuminated by light
Page 160
· Idea: (479A)
· Conditions that must pertain to move onto book 6
· Light 
· If knowledge and opinion are not different then we cannot move onto book 6
BOOK SIX
If book 5 is what the result would be if we would try to build the utopia, then book 6 is about what we know, how we know and how we come to know what we know. How could Socrates make the truth claims in book 5? 
Page 188 - 189:
· He is referring to the sun as a god. Apollo is the god associated with the sun. 
· Idea of the good (508E): 
· Divide it into two zones: one the visible zone and second the intelligent zone. One has to do with sight (vision) and the other has to do with insight. 
· Up is towards the light and the down is toward the darkness
· The whole book is to with the light and dark. Light in the Piraus. 
· Through the means and the ends of imagination. The boundaries of images are blurry and frizzy. If we want to know more about the images we have to move up into the visible zone. Then we are in the realm of things. And through the realm of trust and belief, we can discern things. This is the world where we live most of our lives. The realm right at the bottom is close to the earth and the one at the top is how and where human beings live (e.g. cities). World above the line that dissects the visible zone from the invisible zone. It is the in between line that separates knowledge and opinion – the visible zone is the zone of opinion. The in between line is known as metaxi. You cannot get to the other side of the line without moving to the realm of opinion. Moving down the in between line is going into the past – he went down before he could come up. And he steps into the line of thought – the world of reflection. Thought is also called dialectic, stepping into the realm of ideas – two steps away from the visible zone. The whole circle depends on the nourishment of the sun. The sun becomes the new overarching metaphor, the new whole. This is what Socrates is referring to as the god. Only the god is wise. He has driven up the ladder by his love of learning. He does not possess the wisdom, only the god is wise. 









































November 1, 2012 
PSCI 2300: TUTORIAL 
GET LAST WEEK TUTORIAL NOTE. 
· Socrates takes the concept of family and brings it together, however when loose the framework of family than it chaotic.  Family is good way of moderating the desires but it construes the desire and all (it is bias). Ex) women can’t do what men do, etc. 
· This directs to Book 5. That Plato believes that justice is created through compulsion (force people justice) but the roadblock to this is people desire (people desire more things). This is problem for politics. If put philosophy and politics together you will get tyranny. 
· The private realm was different from public back in the day  in Greece, you will be judged by speeches and actions in which you will need to be at the public. But the home, you are educated. But Socrates tries to create the social by blending the two. 
· Humans are treated like dogs  what occurred in tyranny in 20th c. tyranny was the great totalitarian empire in Soviet Union, etc. But maybe there is a worst tyranny that hurts our lives. Plato describe this tyranny that hard to pinpoint because no mass killings, etc.   however, usually people who will hate this would be the old, you can only change things through the young. However, it usually the created one who is eliminated in this type of society 
· Ex) virtues in the modern city  when tell these stories, Plato is trying to trap people who are not used to this philosophy. But controlling society, an example is birth control. Before it was originally used against poor black-American individuals to stop reproducing. 
· Book 5 represented a utopia (utilitarian) society so it is vital.







PSCI 2300: CLASS 
· There are 6 diagrams drawn in class. The 6th diagram refers to the cave analogy. 
· Book 7  talks about the anthropology of human beings; what consititutes a human being. Human beings are apart by nature, not just saying human nature (limits and possibilities) but make us different from other realms. But being a natural creature and having relationship to nature itself (from earth in which we came from). 
· Caves are down in relations to the earth, (in relation to the down). 
· Going back to Book 1  “going down (…)”.
· When Socrates went down, they tried to turn around to go back  up (you have to go down before going back up). They took the artificial light as the only light to exist. 
· When you come out of darkness and step into the sun, it is blinding and that is what Socrates is describing, that it is hard to see at the beginning. 
· The man is dazzled and can’t see and this is what happens when man turns around, you don’t get to see what you saw before and addition to that you see things differently (wonder-struck). 
· Socrates argued that he was being dragged up in a upward way.  we can only glimpse the source of light cant directly look at it because we will go blind. 
· Diagrams
· Figure 2 and 7: also a birth metaphor as well as the figure 7. Figure 7, the cave is womb in which similar to a birth canal. Think about Book 5, the cave is like the vagina, the entrance of cave is crossing a boundary (it’s a demonic zone = an inbetween zone). The exit from the cave is similar to birth and the babies aren’t happy to leave the womb, if were than they wouldn’t have cried when enter the world. It is the first light they ever see and what they see and do, perceptions they have and actions depend on two things, depend on who they are, what their limits a possibilities (boundaries), and what kind of limits they ring to the world. Is is similar to the bronze, silver, gold people in that story; and the fact that they are people means that they are not complete (have deficiencies); nature does not bring them in the world compleltely. 
· The parents or someone must protect and nuture the child and if the child is young, they are still at home, they must be protected and also spoken to in certain way in which a guardian would offer the child 
· When the child receives this education and execute what the guardian possess than the child will be educated in a certain way. That is the point of education 
· Education  (1) doing what nature fits us for (2) knowing our limitations (3) turn us around (realization) so we know who we are. 
· Book 7  what do you recall? It means to remember, taking parts putting together to make a whole. Man came from a hole (the womb) in the ground. 
· Reflect = we stop looking and move from sight to insight (we go back and remember; make the past present). 
· P. 208 – he talks about the education of the guardian and added things talking about what guardians should receive and this (the diagrams). In the final diagram, list what the guardians need to learn. When we cross the line here, we can do things with it; we can talk about relationships among things.
· Geometry is the third thing in which links to numbers and gymnatistics link to images and astronomy links to the top in figure 5. 
· What is eternal in which changes? Philosopher questions why are things as they are and not otherwise, that is what he questions 


































November 6, 2012 
· We know that there is a cautionary tale in Book 5, it is at the very center of the republic. The tale is if you try to do the impossible, you will fail. If you know your limits and possibilities both as a citizen and in cities in which would found and direct, than you would not overstep your boundaries. If you are prudent, than you will do just this; you will know what you are fitted for and what your fellow citizens are fitted for. 
· It is inevitable, where you were to construct a good city that even if you were lucky enough to have something in which have power in form of philosophic rule, than because humans a part of nature, will experience deteriation and this is what Books 8 and 9 are about. 
· Book 5, 6, and 7 are about the limits of possibilities of nature and of all knowing  and how we are rooted (in Book 7) in both nature and in the human nature with which we are born in. Rooted in the womb of mother nature and how (if we are lucky) are able to be born from that womb (that cave). Speaking about the metaphor (birth metaphor) which is the myth of the cave. 
· What is born is seen in Books 8 and 9. The two books area bout the foundation and erection of cities and the men who rule these cities. In Book 9, there is prob in micro-macro fashion (in which we first saw in Book 2 called the City in Speech). What is large is also small and vice versa, meaning that in this fashion, ideal types of rulers and rule (a noun and a verb) are presented
· They are presented within cycles of nature (because nature is cyclical, follows a pattern of birth, maturation and death). The eternal return in nature’s 3 faces is what it’s called. Plato made Socrates said ‘if there are 5 forms of government than there are 5 forms of men” = the type of rule and the type of man who rules are caught up in this cycle.  think about this as The U.C. (underline concern). In other words, if we have a group  of people who will erect the city, than the city will mirror the people doing the founding and erecting and mirror their underline concern (what they are concerned about). 
· What are they experience, common experience to citizens identify at which concerns them 
· Socrates told us there are 5 different kinds of cities and 5 different kinds of souls = 5 because it underlines the concerns. The 5 types are
· The philosopher – the love of wisdom; based on the philosopher rule
· Timecracy – time- (in Greek) “honor”; -cracy  (Greek) came from kratos  = to bind and rule. Form of rule when the underline concern would be honor. We can say because they concern about honor, than honor is the cause of the rule. For Plato and Socrates, the model for timecratic rule would have been known other than Sparta. The city in which is both wise and strong (a philosophic city) is called ‘The Killipolis’ = good or beautiful. This city is all those things because its philosophic. However, if lucky enough to found and erect such a city it would degenerate, and this would be the first because of the rule of timecratic man is a decline of reason (simple biology = not enough education, bad government administration). Almost says, the guardians are not paying attention (like Book 7) things go to hell and the spirited man builds dishonor. 
· Oligarchy Rule – small group of people who have money, other words, plutocracy and oligarchy go together. The honorable man is corrupted by money; the laws are about taxes thus advantage of the rich. The numbers of the poor swell (the beggers become thieves, etc thus reflect those who rule them because them too love money). 
· Democracy – the cause of this is honoring money, it is the effect of being too concerned over money. But this is too fold, those who have no money and those who have money. And those who have no money will stop at nothing to get it and this feverish urge cannot be stopped. Those who have money will go on a spending spree and sink to the depths and become like the hoe-poly. The rich will sink to the lines of the poor and than resent the rich and persuade the poor to revolt against the rich thus results are anarchy and civil war. Democratic man has a mixed soul because the poor is not concerned with any particular thing. This causes the chaos of popular democracy (remember who executed Socrates, the regime were democratic).  Cause = the democratic ruler flatters the mob; democracy are about Aros (run a muck) and it is liberty that is loved. Further result is waste, inprudence, unmanly spirit, luxury and strong man to dappen and quell the chaos of anarchy 
· Tyranny – caused by love for freedom, brought about in this anarchy. Plato says that even the children and dogs became anarchists. If beggers were sign of degenerate oligarchy than the body guards are the sign that tyranny has arrived. The tyrant takes advantage of the law is lawless and friendless. He was once lawless and lustful, he finds causes for trouble (he looks for scapegoats) to persecute (and maybe execute) to satisfy the mob, also squanders money for public projects and takes land. 
· All this pictures Book 8 and 9. The last Book of the republic is about death. Where it started out as going down (and death is about going down), the last book of republic is going up after been down. Taking from myth called the Myth of Air. Spent his journey amongst the stars and the heavens happens to be like death taking us all down, like death we all share the heavens in which is up and it is in the heavens that we find the pattern change and observed. We can navigate on the pattern of change and live the lives fitted to live. We can look up and see the patterns with our eyes and step back and reflect on our experience and know what we are fitted for and live a life accordingly (death is not something to be feared) This is a myth, but one of those good lies that discussed in Book 3, about the over arching metaphor
· The hold of the Republic – he passed a note about all the diagrams. First one is about the cosmology (above world, world and underworld).  Figure 2, micro use of nature (cosmos is macro view); it’s the account of the heavens (everything) [fire, earth, air and water). Figure 3 [gods, world, shades, man] , fig. 4 Setting of Republic, fig. 5 ‘different virtues’ , fig. 6 ‘divided line’ (how we know and what we know and how we come to know), figure 7 ‘About the Cave’, Figure 9 ‘what happens after death ‘myth of eros’. 
· Themes in each book:
· Book 1: opinion and justice
· Book 2 city and speech
· Book 3 socrates v. homer
· Book 4 education of guardians
· Book 5 3 ways to construct just City (but really you created the worst city) (see. Fig. 11) 
· Book 6 what we can know
· Book 7 why we can know
· Book 8 good and bad cities and good and bad men 
· Book 10 Myth of Era 
· The overarching metaphor is about the sexual metaphor; the guiding metaphor of the Republic in the beginning illustrated “I went down to the Piraeus yesterday (…)”  Socrates described what he did and saw and the practices gazed, when happy and satisfied they turned around and pressed onwards (have to go down to go upward) [up vs. down]. The up and the down is a sexual matter so to speak. 
· So we have the turning around and up and down and when this happens things get going and things start to change, when you turn around you experience things never before, its erotic/arousing. We could be frightened as well because we don’t know what we are experiencing; we see things never sought before. We can turn around because:
· erotic drives that forces us to turn or 
· curious or 
· drawn towards something 
· Book 2 tells us that Book 1 is a prelude (it is foreplay). Than they turn to another way  to a another path ‘The City of Speech’ and they attempt to construct and erect what they think is a just city. And their underline concern would cause that city to be and so we go on from there and therefore we see the cave 9the most sexual unit of the book). 
· One thing that has not been said, if the cave is the womb and the birth canal is the passage up, and the opening of the cave is a vagina . it reflects the surface (in Book 1), it turns us around and makes us drag up the canal, and then this birth is outside of the sun. and the sun represented overarching metaphor of the ‘good/God’ . What is missing here, in order to have birth you need possibility of an egg but a sperm, therefor ewhere does it come from? 















November 8, 2012 
PSCI 2300
Story: 
Zeus decided to release two evils, one on either side of the earth. In the center of the world, the navel of the world it is a place called Delphi and was the most important shrine to a particular God, Apollo which is associated to the sun or reason. The sun which Plato calls the Good or even god but not Christianity God, also talked about it as the whole. I refer to it as the new overarching metaphor to replace the useless funk of the pagan God. He also refers to other bright lights in the heavens such as the stars which are like the sun. These stars will travel across the sky but there are pattern chains here. I would identify the new overarching metaphor as a natural metaphor that is associated with the science of astronomy. Aristotle was a pupil of Plato. Being so, he had a close relationship to his master. In fact, in my opinion you won’t find a lot different in Aristotle that you would find in Plato. It is a very incestuous relationship. Intellectual incest is a basis in philosophy. He too has an overarching metaphor that is natural and this is not surprising but Aristotle is not Plato although he is alike but he is different. Let’s talk about the similarities and differences. 
Both have the overarching metaphor but Plato has astronomy which is related to the overarching metaphor with Aristotle. Aristotle is more accessible to us than Plato. He is more accessible (main reason) biology is more accessible than astronomy. We can look for pattern change in the sky and find it. We can observe the seasons and see day and night. Those heavenly bodies are not very accessible. We are part of the life world which is what biology means. Now that is the main reason. 
Another reason Aristotle is more accessible is that he wrote the philosophy differently which focuses on things we read. He did not write fiction or use dialogue like Plato did. Plato is a more poetic and ironic philosopher than Aristotle chose to be. Aristotle was born, 484 BCE in Macedonia (important to know where he was born) and remained there. It is in the northern border of Greece it is almost across the boundary. It is a rugged place. He was almost a barbarian. Nichomatious, Aristotle’s father was a physician to King Phillip the second. In his late teens, Aristotle went to Athens to study at Plato’s academy. The word academy – academia comes from Plato’s academy. He studied there for 20 years. Plato’s academy focused on Plato’s approach to learning which stressed geometry and mathematics. It focused a lot on geometry. You had to be almost 40 to study on philosophy. After Plato’s death Aristotle was furloughed back to Macedonia to tutor the son of the king. Son’s name was Alexander. They did have a relationship of pupil to master but he wasn’t a very good pupil. What he learned from Aristotle he did his own thing with it. Also, the relationship between Plato and Dion and Plato’s excursions to ceriques relates to the relationship between knowledge and power in the 7th letter shows that this was a disaster and Plato wrote the Republic after it. 
Meanwhile, Aristotle found himself to be the heir to Plato’s academy but when Plato died it didn’t happen. Then Aristotle created the lyceum which was attached to the temple of Apollo. His school was different from the academy of Plato and it has something to tell us about the overarching metaphor. 
Difference: In Aristotle’s academy the stress was on biology instead of geometry in Plato’s. It was the basis to know before learning philosophy. 
Aristotle’s body of work is absolutely huge. Two logics, he wrote: 
a physics and a book on the heavens, a book on genetics, a book on the soul, a short physical, a book on dreams, a book on the history of animals, parts of animals and another book on the genetics of animals and a book on metaphysics and a book on general physics. It is huge. 
Now, the best way to understand the style is to understand how the relationship between thought and action one must look for the foundation of the natural world. 
Examples: ch.3&7 of the physics book , the metaphysics book 1: 983 a and b, book 5: 1013 a&b. 
Examples of genetics of animals
Book 1: there are four causes, underline everything!
1)  final cause for what a thing exists
2)  The definition if its essence
3)  The material
4)  The official cause. 
Metaphysics includes this as well. 
Now, I must say that in order to understand how this applies and acts as a foundation for his political philosophy one must note something. You can’t understand the politics without this. Causes are different in nature than they are in human nature. Being human beings we have a nature, the boundaries that we have in nature has human beings. A certain type of animal lives in certain ways. Human nature as opposed to quantification nature you are talking about means and ends. 
At the end of book 2: when they are trying to find the city of speech. It is about the division of labor, the relationship of means and ends. You find it throughout The Republic, in human nature you are talking about this and in quantification nature you are talking about cause and effect. But, I can intend and I am different from my dog or hope so. 
I am going to demonstrate and see how Aristotle does it. Imagine this is a beautiful piece of chip and dale furniture (table). What are the conditions that must pertain (think radically) in order for the table to appear in the most fundamental sense? Answer: you need a tree-  the tree is going to come into effect with quantification nature. What are you going to do to make up for nature’s deficiencies? Answer: Turn the tree into lumber. I can’t train my dog to do that. The tree is necessary and sufficient for the table. Wood is a material cause for the table. Material cause is talking about cause and effect. It is always the first cause. We must have wood. A chair is made of wood but it is not a table what is the difference? – Answer: they look different. It has a form to it and you can recognize a form. 
Four causes: 
1) Material
2) Formal 
What else must I have for the table? Answer: You must have an agent. 
3) Agency
These relate and bring them into appearance. This still doesn’t make a table though. 
Final cause: 
4) Purpose or spiritual cause
There are two standards for the 4th cause is use and beauty. Some tables at a gallery have a function and have four legs or some have three. Some are justified with their beauty instead of their use. You are going to see what Aristotle does with this.
 Every city is a partnership and these correlate with something good because people do something good or aim at some good which then the partnership embraces all the others. This is called the city or political partnership. Since we see (second cause) that every city is a partnership – community coming from Greek meaning common. What do you have to have to have a partnership? Or a community? –. What makes up the city? What is the basic element?  Answer: people!
The city is a whole where it is talking about the household. In that paragraph he is talking about the material cause. The city has a boundary. Agency is what he is talking about in the last paragraph. Master of a city is not the same as a master of a household. The most elementary part of a city is the household. He is talking about household management (economy) and how it is not the same as managing a city. Formal cause and agency that are at the end of the page, talk about this relation. 
What do you have in the household? What is the material? What are the necessary conditions? Answer: you have to have a mother, father, and children. You have to have a way to sustain them in order to survive. 
Production is the means to do something (some good) a means and ends relation to produce to stay alive.  You find production (labor) and reproduction in a household. 
The women and the man are looking for food; she stays around the house to do chores. They come back at night and are tired. Wife tells husband and says she notices the other family across the creek saying they aren’t as big as their boys. If they go over things might change. So they go across the boundary and kill them and have the children as slaves. They produce in order to consume. They create a surplus and create a division of labor within the house hold. 
The slaves build the city which is a stage for action. The slaves become the agent (which is the 3rd cause) they create the stage for politics. 
The language has changed has it not? The approach is different. This is an introduction to politics. 
Homework: 
· Read book 1,2,3 in The Politics.  
You should take away from this week that the city in terms of human association is the most complete form you can have. The most elementary part is the family in the house hold. They produce, reproduce and work to create a world of things. 
Next week: one of my friends has volunteered to let my voice rest so he will give us Aristotle lectures. 
Extra Notes:
Story
Zeus decide to release two evils on opposite sides of the world,
The new OM that Plato invents. He also refers to other bright lights in the heaven, not just the sun but also the stars, and these stars travel across the sky. And this is how the OM would be defined as the natural metaphor, which is related to the astronomy. 
Aristotle was a pupil of Plato and being a pupil of Plato, he had a very close relationship with his master. He too has an OM that is natural. But Aristotle is not Plato, he is like his master but he is different. 
Differences and Similarities between Plato and Aristotle: 
Both have a natural OM but Plato, whose OM is astronomy is associated with Aristotle’s OM. He is more accessible is because biology is far more accessible to us than is Astronomy. We are part of the life world, part of the account of life (biology).  
Another reason is that Aristotle wrote his philosophy closer to what we read, he did not write fiction. Plato is a more poetic and ironic philosopher than Aristotle would want to be. He is much more accessible. 
Aristotle was born in the kingdom of Masedonia and remained Masedonian. It is on the northern border of Greece – it was almost across the boundary and was a ragged place. He was almost a barbarian. Nicolometious, Aristotle’s father was a physician of the royal court. A in his late teens went to Athens to study at P’s academy. He studied there for 20 years. P’s academy stressed geometry and math. And it was said that you had to be almost 40 in P’s academy to study philosophy. Just after plato’s death, A was furloughed back to Masedonia to tutor the son of the king. The king was Philip II and his son was Alexander. They did have a relationship of pupil to amster but he wasn’t a very good pupil and it was even speculated that what he learnt from A, he did his own thing with it. Also, the relationship with P and Dion, and P’s ill-fated excursion to Saracuse to teach his newphew the relationship between knowledge and power. And with lesson that he learnt, P went on to write the Republic. The relationship between A and Alexander was often compared to that of P and Dion. Alexander did the opposite of what he was taught. He was the conquerer of the world. Meanwhile, A thought himself to be the undisputed rightful. His school, the lisium was different from P’s Academy and the difference has something to do with the OM. A’s school stressed on biology and this was the basis you had to learn before you could learn philosophy. But both of these men had natural metaphors but were located in different places. 
Aristotle’s corpus (body of work) is huge. He wrote two logics. The best way to figure him out is learn how the biological sciences form the foundation of politics. We know that the foundation is the natural world. In order to understand thought and action, you must look to the foundation. 
BOOK II CHAPTER 3 AND 7 OF THE PHYSICS NOT REQUIRED. 
Fragment of Animals in his genetics: 
· Book 1:
There are four causes underlined everything: 
· The final cause  - a thing exists 
· The formal cause – the definition of its essence
· The material
· The efficient cause 
One must note something to understand the foundation of political science: causes are different in nature than they are in human nature (boundaries – limits and possibilities). Talking about means and ends. 

· At the end of book 2, the Republic, where they are founding the city of speech, it is about the division of labour. Means and ends relationship. 
· Material -> purpose -> appearance -> Final (purpose and spiritual cause)

The politics
· All partnerships aim at some good, authoritative good of all – called the city
· Since we see that every city is some sort of partnership 
· Partnership can be translated to community
· What do we need to have this kind of partnership? What makes up a city? People, they are the material cause of the polis. 
· Every partnership has to do with some good (means)
· The city he is talking about the household. They city is the whole – the material cause of the city is people. The city has a boundary, we wouldn’t be able to see it if it didn’t, a formal cause. Agency is the master. A household is a part of the city. The most elementary part of the city is a household. Household management, economia, is not the same thing as managing a city. 
· What is the material cause of the household? 
· Family consisting of a mother, father, and children 
· Some households could also have slaves 
· You have to have a way to sustain them and keep them alive 
· Labour 
· Result -> production – means of something – a means in relationship – a labour to produce to consume to stay alive. 
· In the house you find production and reproduction. 
· Have a division of labour within the household 
· The slaves build the city 
· The slave becomes the agent which creates the possibility for politics 
· The city in terms of human association is the most complete part, in the elementary form is the family is the household. 



















November 15, 2012
PSCI 2300 A: Tutorial 
Republic of Plato
· Nobody does what they supposed to do they want to do what they want to do  and this is seen today. 
· Democracy is a holding ground and can go in different ways, but the issue is that democracy is always changing, based on whim and taste because the rulers are selected by chance, therefore, always get a different ruler every year (that is why ATHENS was in trouble)
· Athens vs. Sparta  Sparta didn’t have anything except that it had people you didn’t want to mess with. 
· Tyranny: (1st, he listed the stages of democracy and etc)  greed is the reason why the politic decays. Democratic people demand freedom all the time and this can get out of control. All boundaries dissolve, and the tyranny is the strong ruling the weak for own desire (for the sake of himself) but he no different from anyone else of the city  risk his life
· It challenges other people and kill rivals till get to the top = feeds own pleasure 
· Its called a noble tyranny, the philosopher has no boundaries and in Book5, Plato says that we have war making and reason coming together but it is a warning, therefore the philosopher would never do this but the tyrant would do this…however they share the same soul in Book 8.   Society decay and goes back to the beginning.
· When you expose novelty, what are you left with? Ex) taking this course and reflecting on the subject matter like what do you have in own lives beyond possibility or novelty?  for instance action vs. behavior. Another ex) removal of faith, it makes it hard for things like love and etc make it hard to have a meaning. 
· Exam: know the regimes and talk about them and it will be all essay questions and 25 key words as well (i.e. timocracy) and Greek words. 

Lecture 
*get last week note 

· Book 1  the first thing ARISTOTLE says is that he refers the political community as the most authoritative community (it compensate the smaller community). In the 1st paragraph, the political community is most comprehensive and authoritative. The authoritative order dictates the smaller communities. Ex) laws and regulations that parents can do to their children; children have to go to school up to a certain age  those things come from authoritative community 
· Don’t want to say state because bring in notion of territorial state, therefore need to say city  those are part of political communities (however, people think of city as a broader term based on what society perceives, therefore the term used is political community). Think of a city separate from bigger communities (separate it from the state or country). 
· Think  (example) the largest metropolitan polis in the world which is Tokyo  we talk about a population approx.. 32 million people and Canada has 35 million (in terms of land mass), if talk about both we say the political communities based on size, therefore can see the city as a political community. 
· Aristotle than distinguish political rule and other kind of leadership because the main idea if ruling and being ruled. We say politics is about power and that  models political community as a natural realm. Aristotle does not talk about the power or abstract. There are different types of rulership in the book: 
· “Those who suppose same person in expert of political rule (…) do not argue rightly. (…) city”.  Aristotle says this because this was the issue at the time, he addressed the issue about whom or what is a political rulership? Many argue that it is a same type of rule the city is bigger. Some say, political rule is paternal authority. Similar, those says that political rulership is like household management (Greek: think of economic activity. The household is an economic unit not just the domestic life (ie. Dad, mom and kids). Aristotle describe this as parents, kids and slaves). Point is that people think that political rule is like economic management. To understand this, we know that we watch the news, etc that people today make a similar argument; politicians argue that they are fit to rule because ran a big company successfully. 
· Aristotle says political rule is different  the CEO could be a fine political ruler not because was successful in the CEO company. Can’t run political rule same as the business because different qualities, etc. Reason for this distinction between political rule and different types of rule is get us thinking what type of rule is a political rule and what makes a good ruler?  Most in Book 1, he talks about the household management; it’s not about the regimes and etc. (mostly in Book2), in Book 1 he discusses the types of ruling involved in household management in order to distinguish from politics 
· Before turned to this, he says man is by nature a political animal  describe this that: 
· The political community is natural because it is an outgrowth from communities and strives to complete them. Ex) union of villages in order to become the ‘most complete and sufficient community’. 
· Comes into being for the sake of life but exist for sake of the good life.  Distinguish political community and smaller communities by distinguishing the difference between leadership (i.e. father power different from master’s power to a slave). He says that it exist for the sake of the good life. 
· (Book 5) Pg. 99  “It is evident therefore that the city is not partnership of its location (…) lie”  Aristotle Says that the city is more than a defensive alliance (stops us from hurting each other). We have this, example NATO, or NORAC, these are defensive partnerships. The political community doesn’t just stand just because of the economic side as well, it doesn’t make it a political community. These thing s ,though, do have to be in place for it to be a political community but does not say that is actually makes it a pol. Community (it help develop the city, but not the end all be all for the city)…it’s the defensive alliance. The goal of politics is to ensure security so that we don’t kill each other, in other words, security securs/protects the objection of politics. For Aristotle, defense is necessary for a political community though it not a goal, but to come into being of the good life. The political good for Aristotle is justice. There has to be a common view of justice (i.e. what’s right and wrong, etc) Aristotle says we are political animals because we have speech and it is through speech that we distinguish what is good and bad and this makes us more political than other animals, because we have a voice (express pain and pleasure); but speech express what is right and wrong.
· Ex) walk up to you, I punch you in the face, you will express pain. However, if you don’t hit, you will ask why did you do that, that is wrong? Therefore, doing more than voice, but justifying what is right and wrong. We talk about standards where others should accept it as well. 
· Discussion of slavery  we believe we are good moderns therefore no such thing as a natural slave because we are liberated by nature. However, to understand why Aristotle arguing this need to know the queue during the time of slavery in his day. Without justifying natural slavery, need to note that this is debatable about how many people out there are slaves. Difference between a conventional slavery (conquer people in the war and you enslave them), but Aristotle says this is unjust (can’t go around and enslave people). 
· Slave by Nature  Slave is like a tame animal, someone who have enough reason that we should  know that slaves are human beings who are grown children (don’t have the capacity to rule themselves therefore need to be ruled). **read Mice and Men *** 
· Aristotle makes it hard to determine who is slave by nature because says though nature want to I.D. the slaves, it does not meet its ends at times and is hard to look at human soul and determine who is a slave or not. 
· Moral economy vs. market economy  Aristotle, trade and commerce is important but there is a limit beyond accumulating wealth for the sake of it. Whilst economic activity is crucial to come into existence, there are certain limits to economy; it should be guided by the good life or virtuous life (enough is enough). Once again, Karl Marx isn’t first to critique about the capitalist society, Aristotle doing the same thing, by saying economic activity should not be viewed just for accumulating wealth for the sake of it. Economic partnerships is authoritative (determine which ends/goals should be pursued). 
· Conclusion of Book 1 - economic activity is vital it needs to be there (can’t build a city out of thin air). But political community that grows from this completes this.
Book 2 
· 4 things:
·  best regime  looks at 3 thinker: Socrates, Phalus, Hymphadamus. He than discuss 3 existent political community: Sparta, Crete and Carthage. 
· His discussion of Socrates is based on the idea of communism in women and children in the reform of the Republic. What he says is 2 thing: whether the end persued by Socrates that women, children and property should be in common? (2) will it achieve the end that Socrates want to achieve? Aristotle says no for both. Because in Republic, the goal to introduce communism in women and children is to unify political community therefore need to get rid of the family; so that everybody attention is on the community, other words, best way to est. unity to to abolish smaller communities important for the coming and being of the political community. 
· Aristotle says the end of itself not good because unity shouldn’t be the end goal. Community is unity of different types of people = plurality/multiplicity. If unify it too much it no longer a city. The goal itself shouldn’t be persued. But importantly, Socrates wants to create unity won’t achieve the end he is seeking because it won’t create bonds in affection between people (you destroy the family unit). Aristotle says what create bonds of affection: what is their own and what is dear to them. By destroying the family (private property), destroying the foundation which allow people to develop a sense of care and concern for their community, other words, for Aristotle you need to give everybody the steak in their community. People who have private property care for their community (because own a home, etc.)
· Phaleus concerns with factions and community, but he thinks that all factions is base don equality of property. IF want to get rid of faction than equalize it. Aristotle says this won’t work because the greatest crimes aren’t committed because eof lack of property but more of the rich who will commit crimes. Tyrants don’t become tyrants to stay out of the cold  people have desire to go over and above to commit the greatest crimes. He criticize Phaleus and says giving people property isn’t the solution. 
Book 3 
· Distinction of political communities: the 3 good regimes vs. the 3 bad regimes. The 3 goods ones, rule to the view of common good and the bad ones rule in the view of the rulers. These regimes are distinguished by who it is and who is the ruler each one. The rule of individual directed to common good is called kingship. It deviation, bad version, is called tyranny (a king rules for common self). The rule of the few for the common good is aristocracy, deviation is oligarchy (rule of the rich). Finally the rule of the many for common good is called the polity, its deviation is called democracy. What we see what is the best regimes in the Western world is democracy but Aristotle and Plato say that it is a bad regime 







November 20, 2012
PSCI 2300 A: History of Political Thought Note
· Get the first 15 minute of the note
· Themes of genesis:
· The creation myth  (story by the professor) Student asked whether the snake really talk, and the professor said its not whether the snake talked but what the snake said. Genesis accounts for what is; also account for primeval history and find this through chapter 1-11. The theme is about rebellion and how it destroyed the world 
· History begins with rebellion, where humans (weren’t fully human because prehistorically) were creatures that looked human rebelled and rebelling they fell from grace; fell out of embrace of nature metabolism in which they were once one. They fell into history/time. 
· There is one big fall when Adam and Eve kicked out of the garden and they had to work and women had to labor because they are not one with nature no more; they are on their own and in time and history. 
· The theme of evolution in the clan of Abraham is the next theme in the Book of Genesis after the theme of rebellion and fall  Genesis 12:50. 
· A reminent would say which scholars would say the gift in which they do not deserve  what is described is example of spiritual crisis. The evidence is the lack of purpose and rebellion that both amount to faults of nature of both human and non-human, which renders God’s creation in complete and render of human nature fall in the incomplete (expulsion of incompleteness). 
· Genesis 4  Cain 
· The fall from grace are acts of pride  God tells Abraham that he is very special when he old, and tells him to kill the son and then didn’t ALL THIS HAPPENS IN GENESIS. This says, that Genesis is a pattern of rebellion, it looks absolutely no purpose and ends with some of these people being enslaved by the Egyptians (being sold by their own brothers). It was said earlier why history begins with accidents, the conditions are laid out in Genesis but doesn’t begin until start to go somewhere  history is a cosmological myth unless there is something that happens and it goes somewhere with the story (internal/external notion of time and history) 
· God has a plan and a purpose  the word atone =to make on whole (oneness); to restore fracture human nature back to its whole/revealing a purpose.
· Is this the action of a just God?  BECAUSE reading Genesis, the answer would be no. God appears as a cosmic joker in Genesis 
· History begins when Jews escape from Egypt  this is the drama of history, in that it lacks purpose. Even when they escape, they go in a circle and go in a pattern similar to Genesis that goes nowhere. Man was caught up of rebellion that it couldn’t see the plan 
· Exodus = Marching out. In Greek drama, exodus is the final act of a tragedy in a play. This is a best description of Genesis, that it is a drama it has a place and setting,. The time is 1300 BCE. The characters are God and His chosen people and began as the Hebrews and evolved into Israelites. Exodus is about Gods progressive revolution and His time called history. Sometimes God will reveal himself indirectly or appear by hearing his voice.
· Genesis 12:1-3; 15 1-21
· Eron is giving certain powers in which lead to Egyptian army to miss some houses that the babies laid. In Exodus 20, we see the 10 Commandments. From Exodus not only get the 10 commandments (Hebrew constitution); where we get the gformation of the cornerstone of what will evolve of the modern world.
· Notion of time and history consist of 
· Internal
· External 
· Construction of internal and external time consciousness  has biasness to the future; it’s the future that can redeem the present and the past. Time is oriented in this future called time consciousness, a time conscious of self and time; there must be a collective experience in which people i.d. themselves having underline concerns of time and space = sense of identity through common experience. It is rooted in underline concerns. 
· Because it is future oriented, time and history no more a cycle but rather it is unilerial (goes one direction). It has a direction and spirit to it (purpose).
· Interpretive Scheme of the Bible  the interpretive scheme (by Northorp Frye) called the Great Code. Embedded in the code (basis for interpretive scheme for both the Bibles) if you can make sense of Genesis when you read Exodus (future oriented that is why). Same saying, can only make sense of past and present if future reflect past and present (2) it is as if past and present reconcile by the future = it is future oriented that justify the past and the present (redeems it, reconciles it). (3) God’s ways demands ways to the future and the future is when things are found (4) God and man and eternity and time become reconcile (consider this interpretive scheme, 
· Based on diagram drawn  this draws together on the Greek stuff. 
Extra Note: 
FROM COSMOLOGY MYTH TO THE DAWNING OF WESTERN TIME CONSCIOUSNESS: THE HEBREWS

Cosmological myth refers to the Greek word cosmos, which means the whole – everything. The parts that make the whole consist of that which is alive and that which is dead. The whole is cyclical. The notion of time consciousness is tied to the dynamic cycle of nature. Mythos and Logos is the juxtaposition found in the Greeks. The judo Christian tradition has to do with faith and reason. 
Hebrew Bible: Bible is Greek which means ‘the Book’ – a book that concerns the Hebrews. It was written between 1000 BCE to 3000 BCE. Exodus was written about 2000 BCE.  
Who were the Hebrews? They were the ancient submitting people associated in the Middle East, around where West Africa is located. They were a cultish people. They were not quite desert nomads nor were they hunter gathers, but they worshipped both. Change from many gods to one God is the key Hebrew identity and evolution of Hebrew itself. 
The Hebrew bible contains the following:
· Mythology
· Compact and form of expression in exact. Faith is about belief – it is about revelation (revealing that which is concealed). 
· History
· Poetry
· Prophecy
· Foretelling something with authority to something e.g. God. It is a profane to the sacred and the meaning of the sacred revealed in the profane. Pentateuch – first five books of the Bible; it also called by some the five books of Moses. 
· Law 

There are themes sowing together. These five themes are:
· Introduction of the patriarch to an obedient community after rebellion has taken place. Genesis is about this.
· The deliverance of slavery in Egypt and the forming of a covenant between the Hebrews and God. 
· The preservation of Israel despite the rebellious stage in the wild. Bridge between 
· The warnings about rebellions during her affluent life in the 
· Specific laws that provide specific practices and perceptions through which Israel forms her identity 

The Genesis Account: there are themes specific to genesis:
· The creation myth
· Story that counts for what is. It is at the same time a primeval history. The theme is rebellion and how it brought about the destruction of the world. 
· It is about the beginning of history – history begins with rebellion, a breaking out of nature, breaking out of evil, where human beings rebelled and by doing so, they fell from the embrace of natures metabolism and fell into time or into history. 
· Patriarchs 
· About an eventual formation of communities that are obedient but always fall away. 
· Spiritual crisis. The evidence is the lack of purpose and rebellion and the fall of nature. The rendering of human nature is falling from completion, Genesis III. Kane killing his brother, Able (Genesis IV). 
· These falls from grace may be seen as acts of pride. 
· It ends with some people enslaved by the Egyptians being sold by their own brothers to the Egyptians. 
· History begins with Exodus and the conditions are laid in Genesis. History is a cosmological myth until it takes some sort of direction. 
· Internal and external consciousness comes as a notion of time as history – a kind of history that goes somewhere. 
· Atone: to make one whole; a oneness; to restore human nature back to its whole. It is about restoring and revealing a purpose. God would seem to be a cosmic joker, and that is the point. 
· History begins with the Hebrews escaping from Egypt and God participates in the drama of history. The primitive history really is not a history, as it appears when you get to Exodus. In the Exodus, there was a plan or direction but it was not revealed. But even when they escaped, they seemed to go round and round in circles that goes nowhere, with no purpose. 

The word Exodus comes from the Greek which means marching out. In Greek drama, it is usually the final act of drama.  It is a drama. The time is 1300 BCE in the Egyptian dynasty. The characters are god and people chosen. Exodus is about gods progressive revelation oh himself and he has a plan for his people. Migration of Jacobs family to Egypt and became enslaved. 
Exodus 20: the giving of the Decalogue on Mount Sinai. Constitution given by god to his chosen people and this happens to be the Hebrew constitution.
The notion of time and history consist of the following:
· The construction of the notion of internal and external consciousness. 
· Future that can redeem the present and the past
· Definite hypeness to the future. 
· There must be a sense of identity through common experience and is rooted in UC. 
· A community must focus on the Underlying Concern. Because it is future orientated, time is history that is not a cycle, rather it is unilinear – goes in one direction. It has a direction/purpose/spirit to it. 
· This is about how you think the way you do. 

Interpretive Scheme of the Bible:
According to a scholar the interpretive scheme is embedded in a code. It is as if the past and present are redeemed by the future. It is future oriented. God ways demand a means to the future, where the ends of life is to be found. It is the future that god and man, scared and profane, eternity and time will become reconciled

November 22, 2012 
PSCI 2300 A: History of Political Thought Tutorial 
· Slavery  in the modern context, for instance, minimum wages, it’s a fixed income that the government is giving you to have a sense of control. Also, a child vs. parents, the child is taught to be obedient to the parent. 
· However, the rich are usually successful slaves (speaking in terms of this day of age). However, there are unsuccessful masters as well. 
· Characteristics of a master  (1) a good ruler/master rule for the good of all (part of the 6 regimes), but think about how a master demands recognition and only time satisfy if he  gets that glory from other masters as well (ex. Lincoln v. Douglas  master recognize masters). => masters are proud and have ambition and spirit, in the case of Chamberlain (ex.) more than half of soldiers died on top of the hill during the war (people will follow him because he is great, only the enemy recognize masters as equals). 
· Next step from masters are gentleman  a gentleman is a man with feminine qualities or a woman or master of feminine qualities  not harsh. We want a gentleman because both genders could play this role and also are soft and not hard. 
· Prudent  another word for compassionate
· Magnanimity 
· Why are we slaves? What is their purpose? Commerce (business) don’t do well with masters because trades need to be peaceful but because we make wars all the time it not going to work. HOWEVER, we need to master these qualities down to the household. 
· We minimize politics on Aristotle side and folded politics into society. 
· As an active law, we already been named slaves based on what Aristotle stated
· When you make everybody a slave, than it opens up equality for everyone, no more boundaries; create a dilution of politics and what it means.  conventional slavery is unjust because forces people to do not what they want to do, whereas natural we are liberated in a way it is conventional. 
· Aristotle argued, if you are a slave and your good at something than the master will give you that task because it something you are good at therefore it is a stable environment, but now we eliminate that so it unstable. Now, there 2 ways to look at this: gone forever and can’t go back to it (spiritual crisis).  if force to be slaves than it depressing especially if we can’t like our masters. 
· The greatest masters are philosophers 
· Why do we need masters? It is a good thing, and if we go to Hegel, the French Revolution was vital because slaves realized that they could be masters (slaves fought against the masters). From there on, they knew all masters could be defeated and this is universal liberation for all slaves, therefore they can govern themselves. However, the slave can rule the world as a slave, so lacking moral or spiritual convention/appreciation whereas, want to change everything.  
· To be a slave you need to be efficient  Christianity is a slave religion. 
· Before, women tried to be free from men by acting like men whereas now they are being accepted and all (example of natural slavery).  A modern would say any category between the two is unjust because believe that any division can come together and improve about it (that why feminism argue we need to educate people to improve the issue).  Aristotle says no, they are too different can’t compare apples and oranges. 
· Women tend to be more prudent and wiser and concern with maintaining structure and stability. 

PSCI 2300 A: Lecture 

· Based on the Diagram drawn from last class  the diagram concludes everything from time to nature and history and spirit. What we will end up with is an elaboration on Exodus, such as Exodus Chapter 20. The books that follow (Leviticus and Deuteronomy)  follow Exodus. 
· If read a Genesis account versus the Exodus account it wouldn’t make sense because it an endless drama that go nowhere but repeat itself. This is a pattern of Genesis but Exodus are two lines that differentiate time vs. history.  after exodus (historical account = likely never happened), the meaning of the account is real. What it means is real, going as far as mythical-historical. 
· There was evidence of the first temple and data of kingdom of Israel split in Jordan in the North and the South (this is all from Archeology, etc). We have a record of the Book of Jeremiah how people of the Northern kingdom were warned; as true justice written not in legal codes but human heart. 
· The history will show that the people were kicked out of the land of milk and honey. Now, talk about the book of Isaiah, however, first look at Book of Job because it a repeat we find in Genesis and try to answer the justice of God.
· How can God punish someone called Job who is a just man and bring such horror on him in order to see if he will break and denounce God? 
· Book of Job  repeat of themes in Genesis. 
· Book of Isiah  bridge connect to Hebrew and Christian bible as it goes back to Jewish Bible (war, community, reconciliation, identity, etc) and metaphorically connect these themes to Christian Bible. Isiah goes to the theme of suffering (same as the theme of Job). Having been kicked arounf the Syrians, the Hebrews long awaited for the Messiah to deliver them from bondage and expected the Savior to be a political figure. 
· The book is beautiful as it has poetic it as last as a dog’s breakfast (bits of everything). But has 3 groupings of literature:
· Isaiah 1 – Book 1-39  an advisor to King of Judah at the time the King got swelled by the Empire. The prophet warned the breaking of the convenant and this was th time of deep spiritual crisis. 
· Isaiah 2 – Book 40 -55  took place 100 years later between 587-539 BCE. Two centuries after the exile of Book 1. The message is different but same writing; there is promise that the community will be restored and that the Hebrew returns to homeland. The theme will never go away 
and is ever elaborated. 
· Isaiah 3 – Book 56 -656  how the community struggle in order to overcome spiritual crisis and heal themselves. They try to get over the spiritual crisis
· All the Isaiah Books transform history is that the Messiah as a warrior savior morphed into a lamb of a slaughter (humble servant, little child, prince of peace).  At this time, the people saw the LIGHT. This is a reference to the past as noted as the prince of peace is a prince is also a servant. He is not only a servant and a prince chosen by His people but to ALL PEOPLE, thus the Gospel speaks that this message is for everyone. 
· “Come out of Babal (…) bathed in light (…) exposed in the face of death”  we move backwards and forwards as the End is the beginning and vice versa. 
· Looking at Isaiah 3 again promise of new Jerusalem. And so we end, “the sun no longer will be the light”  this migrates from Genesis and redeem past and the future as it replaces the Sun of Cosmos to the Sun of History. 
· Compare Hebrew Bible v. Christian Bible:
· Hebrew  70% longer than the Christian Bible
· All the themes of Christian Bible are as gloss of the themes of Hebrew Bible
· Christian considered to be a fulfillment of Hebrew Bible (Old Testament = time as history. Relationship between the two Bible, no one uses ‘Holy Bible’ because the two are works of literature who had effect on Western conscious. 
· Was no agreement on what should be in Christian Bible in 523 AD.  time decided that a conference of Bishops that they decided which works of literature would be in the Bible and want be emitted.   Same as Hebrew Bible so therefore this is how both Bibles came together. 
· The Jewish Bible was written in Hebrew and Christian BibLE WRITTEN in greek and a bit of AROMEH (language that Jesus spoke)
· The Christian bible consist on the lives of Jesus from common era to   Gospels: Matthew, mark, Luke and John (didn’t know that historical background of Jesus).  
· Matthew gospel: the oldest written around 90 common era. It shows the events accounted in Mark; its mostly Jewish uses Jesus language; Matthew is Jewish in perspective. It is very historical yet mythical loaded with references in Hebrew Bible. Story of life of Jesus in time of history. 
· Now there are 2 bridges: in Hebrew bible to Christian Bible is gospel according to Matthew and Hebrew Bible to Christian is Mark. 
· The Gospel of Matthew is about the good news not just about the metaphors but the suffering serpent and the Messiah as it si incarnated into the Jesus of Nazareth. Matthew gospel called the equiziatical gospel (‘foundation of gospel in which the church was founded)
· Matthew Begins in concrete way by transforming the metaphor and grounding it in the king of David and that the Messiah will come to David ( Matthew 1:1-17).   after the genological account (birth of Jesus) (Matthew 1:18-23) 
· Matthew 2: based on the seed of Abraham and Sarah  begins as universalization of the seed of Abraham but the universal made concrete.
· Matthew 3: Jesus ministry.  
· Matthew 4 and 5  sermon account (chapter Matthew 42) is a direct reference to Isaiah. Matthew chapter 13, is the parables of the kingdom to come. Matthew 36-48  account of last supper. 
· Read Isaiah and Matthew!!! 
· Migration of Christianity out of the Mediterranean + how it links to Rome and the Empire  we must go back to Greece. These two events are based on Alexander the Great (in 4th C. BCE)  AND DESCRIBE HELENISM. Remember the lecture of Aristotle, talked about  Alexander being the student of Aristotle. He mixed up power and wisdom and created greatest Roman empire 
· Hellenism – homogenized set of perception and practices that can be partaken by more people. If you have empirical political configuration, than have to have a certain amount of homogenizing and universalization in order for politics to works. It was in this time, that Christianity came about, after Alexander empire which resulted in civil war; even after the empire, he still had Hellenism. When Romans came about, the Roman who accepted Hellenism over anything.  In terms of the perception in the air as a result, there was something called mystery religion.  one of the mystery religion loved by plays was Christianity, in which was spread by missionary work in the Book of ACTS AND letters of Paul. 
· 4th century, Constantine converted to Christianity. The religion was soon embraced by Rome and became the official religion at the time, though this time the emporium was broken into East and West of Rome. Now the Western empire was in a lot of trouble, unthinkable things been happening in th eternal city of Rome, Rome was being invaded by Barbarians (in the froze of deep spiritual crisis).  atmosphere where the city of GOD was written and the crumble of Roman empire, strived to address the rumor that the Romans were being punished



November 27, 2012 
PSCI 1200 A: World Politics Lecture 
*** get the first 10 minute of the lecture *** 
· During the reign of Emperor Constantine, a change came about where the Christians were being persecuted. First, the emperor passed laws to persecute Christians and then to surprise he later became Christian.  something happened in between, in the year 325, 350 Bishops met in the town (present day Turkey) and decided what would be incorporated into the Bible
· If can’t decide what should be in the bible than a lot of people will point fingers as to how to live your life and etc., therefore had to decide through political reasons who was the member and therefore came up with the Nicean Creed (this becomes a Christian passport and constitution itself as it delegates who is incorporated/member of a Christian) 
· God is in 3 persons: Father, Son and Holy Spirit = sums up what Christianity is but does not explain it. What it does is explain what is in the Creed but doesn’t point out what is in the Creed, etc. 
· Back to the Diagram last week  at the end of the Creed (when Earth and Heaven come together), there is an end to profane history. 
· The diagram (Exodus 20 = ’10 Commandments’) is a Christian catechism and also about the orthodoxy and heresy and heathenism  sets boundaries on actions, thought and perception but doesn’t interpret the relation of the underlining concern of the metaphor. This man was called St. Augustine  (overarching metaphor we call history)
· St Augustine = born 354 and died at 430 BCE. Born in North Africa and mother was a Christian; he studied at the University of Rome and studied Neo-Platonism. Converted to Christianity and became a priest and then became a Bishop of Hippo (part of Africa (Tunisian). His works: 500 sermons, 200 letters and all blends to Hebrew and Athens. His work is non-systematic (more like Plato than Aristotle), more psychological. The major theme questions his time   which was the deep spiritual crisis Rome was going through (the split of Western-Eastern Empire). 
· The meaning of this relationship is written in St. Augustine apology. We first started reading Socrates Apology; his apology is one of the greatest works in literature called City of God. It is what we think of as Westerners, and most people, as history (travels in straight line and has a purpose to it). 
· In early Christian context in trouble suffering acute spiritual crisis questions how a just God allow such calamity to happen to His people. This is result of forsaking the pagan gods = all addressed in City of God
· Faith should act as a hand-maiden for reason; faith gives us proper power to use our sense of reason. Augustine looked at nature both human and non-human as fault; his attitude is best express through his lust. Atonement = (Greek) a oneness; Augustine strive to atone for his lustful nature and that is what his confessions are about.  
· Told us government is necessary because of lust
· Peace and order for purpose of politics, not justice  notice the difference, that justice was the purpose of politics in Plato.
· Government should shrink through heritage but to destroy them  this is a balance off realism in politics. We have city of man and god and both are invisible because it lays in one’s heart. 
· Politics is dirty business but it is vital no matter how bad it is, however, to dictate doesn’t mean a just war, pacifisms is about people not just about politics. 
· Humans are corrupt and man is a fallen creature  “it is not prude by his love of so many vain things (….). Page 8, talks about Man’s nature  “God who is (…) him”. In same page, we see God’s view of the fallen man “Two cities have been form (…) 
· Based on the diagram, the end of the ice cream cone diagram the history end and this is based on the Nicean Code, and man is named one again because earth, heaven come together
· Page 28, city of man is not there to promote the good life like for Plato and Aristotle. The purpose of the polis is to live well (according to Plato), but for Augustine, we must think of the city almost as a 'pest ‘house’. A kind of hospital for humanity who need medication. Here we have sickeness result in spiritual crisis, again for Augustine, politics is not about just getting by or living in vail of tears but true justice is written on the human heart (this is quoted by Jeremiah in the Bible and Augustine quotes this); only attained at the end of the history.
· Page 43, “Thus is face that true justice has no existence (...)” 
 (end of lecture) 

Extra NOTES: 
Exam Format
· 25 keywords of the 60
· 2 of 3 essay questions

Homogenizing and universalizing effect. Moving from the polis (Greece) to the imperial (Rome) and from Pagan Greece to Christian Rome. 
In order for Rome for arising the way it did, it had to have a few things. There were mystery religions that erupted, one of which was Christianity. But there were other things that came up. There was a school of thought which was called Stohasism. 
What was taught in the school of thought? Universal brotherhood among people: because as he saw it the universe as natural and being part of the brotherhood gives humans a kinship of one another; reason is a kind of virtue that can be disciplined by the will – through reason we can rise to virtue; self-denying duty is the highest virtue. 
Relationship of Roman law and natural law. Relationships of the two:
· Roman law was codified 
· At first roman law was custom

Law of all people: usigatium – universal and homogenizing system. They had great influence on natural law. Plato and Aristotle were seen as not liking natural law. Cicera is the father of natural law. Augustine and Aquinas are both influenced by Cicera. 

How Christianity came to be! 
· The realm became Christianized
· in 325, there were 350 Christian bishops who met and decided what would go in the bible. They had to decide for the sake of political reasons, if nothing else. And they came up with the Nicean Creed, which became a Christian passport (would say who is a Christian) and is also seen as the Christian constitution. the creed is the passport for christainship. It sets boundaires. 
· Augustine is the creator of the OM we call history. 

St. Augustine
· Born in North Africa and his mother was Christian. 
· He studied in the university of Rome and studied Neo-Platoism – influence of Plato on Augustus. 
· He converted to Christianity, converted to a priest and then became a bishop. 
· His works is a blending of Hellenic and Hebrew things – blend of Athens and Jerusalem. His work is non-systematic, more like Plato’s work than Aristotle’s. His work is more psychological or existential. The major question is his existential time. 
· Deep spiritual crisis was taking place in the Roman Empire. What does it mean for the Christian’s relationship too god? The meaning of this relationship is found in St. Augustine’s Apology. This is one of the great works of great literature called “city of god” and it is what we think of as westerners and most people think it of as history, like there is purpose. How could a just god allow such a think to happen? (spiritual crisis). He is addressing the sacrifice of the pagan religion for the slave religion. He gives us a doctrine of faith and reason. Revelation comes to play. Faith should act as a handmade of reason. It gives you a proper context to use your power. Faith allows us to reason. Augustine looked at nature – both human and non-human nature – as follows: attempts to atone for his own wayward ways. He is following lustful nature. 
· Philosophical anthropology: 
· Things he thought:
· Coercive government is necessary as the result of men’s weakness – ordained by god and has to be obeyed with one exception: if it interferes with Christianity. 
· Peace and order are the purpose of politics, not justice. 
· Politics is necessary no matter how messy it is. Pacifim is about people, not about politics, which is also about the protection of people and justice. 
· Government should not shrink, as it is its duty to crush them. City of god and man. 
· Citizenship is in the heart as it is an invisible city. 
· Man is a falling creature. 
· Chapter 1
· Page 8: God’s nature compressed into mans nature. “It is not proof by…”
· Page 9: “but in the other city there is no wisdom…” reconciliation of the two cities: the sacred and the profane. History ends when the ends of the cone come together: history is the spirit of the two coming together and man is made one again. 
· Page 28: the city of man is not there to promote the good life as it is for Plato and Aristotle. For them the purpose of the polis is the good life – this is not so for Augustine. Augustine’s city should be seen as kind of a pest house or an insane asylum for people who need the harsh medicine of history. Here we have the sick resulting in a spiritual crisis. True justice is written on the human heart, it is not of this world. Jeremiah: justice is written on the human heart. 
· Page 43: “Thus, in fact true justice has no existence…
November 29, 2012 
PSCI 2300 a: Lecture 
Thomas Aquinas: The Great Being (look at coursepack for reading) 
· St. Thomas Aquinas and the Great Chain of Being -> the dark ages 5th-6th c. people lost their collective memory 
· We had a universal church which does not generally question that century. We are now at the high-middle ages this was before the next age ‘Reformation and the Renaissance’ 
· The world of St. Thomas Aquinas was different  there are 2 things that represent this era:
· The Great Chain of Being is metaphor to explain the consciousness of the theory; the chain of being that connects man and rest of Gods creation to God. The world is in order, this was the consciousness of the high at the time. The Great Chain is the overarching metaphor of the time (i.e. the God, princes of the church, the pope, bishops and priest, etc).
· He had a theory about the Divine of Kings  used power of church to justify political rule called the ‘Two Source Theory’ 
· Light and work of Aquinas: Born 1225 at family castle near the town of Akino. As a young boy, sent to the state and at 15 went to University of Maples and studied sseveral classical writers, particularly Ciscero. Interesting, 1244, joined the Dominicans (low-class, up-start order so it was a different group and they were ridiculed for the outfits they wore and it was a scandal of Aquinas doing this). This was so bad that his brothers kidnapped him when he was going to Rome with the group and locked him up in the family castle. The family even sent a sexy woman to seduce him and he chased her. 
· He studied Aphron the Great. In 1252, got a teacher career (at age 31)
· Aquinas was a systematic philosopher therefore easy to lift philosophy out of the material. His political works come from 2 places:
· The governance of princes  basic rules: (1) man is a political animal (2) regime is natural institution (3) in all things there exist one single governing idea: (a) monarchy is the best regime (b) virtue is the just purpose of government
· (‘The Laws’) what we will find are series of questions and objections and an address to these objection called the Scholastics Development. Also, see a reference to the philosopher never names the philosopher (directing to ARISTOTLE, he never say his name and ISADOROM). 
· NATURAL LAW – there is pagan and Christian. In natural law, pagan times in Rome (philosopher Cicerco) we have one thing in common with natural law as practiced by people. What was in common was that they thought the same way in terms of boundaries and that it was given by nature by god(s) who created the nature, and this applies to Christianity = given boundaries. 
· **Remember: the school of philosophical thought of Natural law would be the most enduring thought in the West**
· Starts of with the essence of law (p.3 of the course pack)  define this in 2nd paragraph, is that there are general things in natural law: “Concerning law must consider (…) essence (…) law” (3).  
· (p.3) Reason for Natural Law: (1) reason (2) purpose of law (3) the cause (4) prorogate = to make manifest (usually if Sovereign law makers, they prorogate the law).  Reason = command the state of above therefore law pertain to reason. Law forces man to act; binds one to act. 2 types of reason:  Practical And Skeptical reason 
· (p.5) if the law is not reasonable than it is not the law, must pertain the reason. Reason has power to move from the will so therefore will is moved by reason; the reason ordain to the end.
· You can pass a law, and if it does not have a good end, it is not a law (it has to be a good law with a purpose) also it needs to be executed in order to manifest the law; therefore not anyone can make laws. 
· (p.7)  the objections – need to have the authority to make laws, not just agreeable
· (p.9) 
The Types of Law (Aquinas)
· Eternal Law = (p.11) Augustine says that the law which is supreme reason cannot be understood; eternal law is the order itself, without it than there would be no other type of law or order. 
· Natural law = (p.11) “Evident that all (…)”  natural laws participate in enteral law; without eternal law than no other laws can establish. Natural law is the boundaries that give order to everything in Nature. Ex) Human Law can’t contradict eternal law nor contradict the natural law because natural law tells us the boundaries in which uses the our reason in which we can govern our actions and behavior (other words, there are boundaries you can’t cross)
· Shuman Law = if make the law manifest, than it can’t contradict the natural law. If contradict natural law, than it’s a bad law/not a law. It needs to be propagated. Because Human are rational creatures, some people who have ability to understand Aquinas not everyone can do it, not because they are stupid but generally speaking being a virtue of human being we have certain rationality. But if can’t understand why we have to obey certain law, we can link with the Bible story = divine law 
· Divine Law =

Natural Law in modern World 
· There were trials called the Minor Nazi War trial  they were for normal citizens who committed war crimes. There was one German woman who husband sent to Eastern front and because has not returned in certain months, they all thought he was dead and at this time she was cheating on him. However, there was a knock on the door and her husband was there; the husband said bad things about Hitler. And there was law, where if talk bad about Hitler than must be reported and she did just that. The Gepato shot the husband; the wife was brought to the court in which had 2 lawyers: H.L.A. Hart (positive school of law = ‘the law is the law’ mentality.) this was similar to Aquinas  (2) Warren Fuller (represented Natural Law); Fuller argued against Hart that there are circumstances in which never allowed for one person to do bad to another human because it is unnatural. It is against the laws of Nature to rat on husband knowing that it would get him killed. 
· This illustrated that if no recourse to anything else even in modern world, often natural law is the recourse (still taken seriously). Ex) Human rights are rooted in this, ICJ, Geneva Convention are all rooted in Natural Law. 

**review class Next Tuesday (4:30 at the same room of lecture) for the Exam – talk about the whole course *** 
























January 17, 2013
PSCI 2300 A: Lecture 3 

The Prince 
Human Nature 
· Machiavelli talks about stamina and prudence and wise as a fox; but not similar like Socrates or Aristotle, but more of seeking wisdom that is cocky, etc.  this is the idea of virtue 
· The ability to lie and dissemble is important. In Aristotle there are many types of characters, which was fixed by the state. In mach. The virtue is separate from self and it is used as a mask. Ex) you can be unjust or just in certain situations like lying. All these things are tools you can put on and take off like a theatre performer; its not embedded. For Mach, this is fluid depending on what works. Character is maluable  (ex. Madonna (the singer) changing her identity over the years that why she is an icon). 
· The point of politics is not the good life or salvation but success, happiness = success. For Aristotle, a happy person (i.e. intellectual, morally good, etc.) is success. But Mach, the virtue of success is what he only saw. To be a successful individual, you need to be a successful artist to create the state
· Self-reliance  you need to pull yourself up you can’t depend on someone else. And changing mask and person you get to spin a few things amongst people and also to intimidate the enemies. You need to be nice to the populous but to your rivals you need to be aggressive. 
Government 
· Politics is based on construction, not just by nature. We are dealing with corporate wholesome (dealing with the community as a whole); for instance, the bishop, the faith, etc.  individual still subordinate within to be included as a whole. 
· Liberalism starts with humans in state of nature and the humans become prior to the state and in this, Mach. Is still in transition 
· For Aristotle, the mean of two extreme is the balance for an individual and this is the same for Mach. Looking at the state. People work together to preserve the state and etc. But Mach. Says no, because of selfishness and human nature, people cant come together and be at peace (the orders are always at war with each other)
· To see virtue, you need to live in trouble times. If you live in troubling times, you rise to the challenge whereas if everything is the same and no chaos, then there is no point in living. He is looking for the balancing of the power as a test of the prince’s prudence. And the more conflict there is the more energy there is. 
· Mach, talks about managing conflict from the prince. You need to harness nature. A good state is like this, the conflict of nature and the elite and etc. you can use it for your own purpose, etc.  
· “The end justifies the means”; “It’s better to be feared then loved”  violence is another tool in a tool kit. He has no say about cruelty but says how to use cruelty to won advantage.   to be a tyrant is being a prince but you need to use violence as an instrument for own power, but if you overstep the boundary it is wrong because they will back fire and people will revolt. 
· The population is an ends to a means for the prince. He can build his mortality and statehood for himself. 
· To be feared than loved, people appreciate. If you are too nice, then you are pushover and if you try to assert your authority then you already lost you. 
· The point of politics is management and that is what Mach. Is looking at; to be a great prince in Italy,
Time Changing 
· There are no certain set strategies and time for anything, but need variety of policies or anything in order to be flexible.
· Mach. Trying to bring someone close to the situation to rise the crisis to create unity that could be Unity. Italy wants to be a centralize state to fight off France and etc. 

QUOTES 
· Pg. 30 (economy of violence and cruelty)  “Perhaps you were wondering (…) We have to distinguished (…) ”. Tyrants have alaywas been overthrowed, so he ask how these tyrant be so successful. But he ask do it quickly and abusive cruelty even though at the beginning led to war but if you do it in a right way then war is okay with this. 
· Ideal States (p.48)  “get you head out of the clouds and get yourself in the real world” ; “But my hope (…) real life (…) imaginary world (…) preserve himself”  he dispute there are many ideal states.

















January 22, 2013
Machiavllie is a transitional figure
 
Transitions to a modern science, modern idea, that we need to control nature, and find usful knowledge as opposed to knowledge as an end in itself. 
The prince - politics as art (metaphor) produce and reproduce reality, 
Descartes
pg6 just as those who paint landscapes…  
· Need a distance, abstraction to see properly. (politics and artistis)
Pg 27. so anyone who decides….
· Power = knowledge and knowledge = power
Pg 74 neverless, since our freewill...  
· Controling nature for human power
Pg 35, first pg of discourse…. Architectural metaphor
· With knowledge an power you can create something proper.
 
Discourse on Method
His main purpose - to find true knowledge. He wants to bring order to caos, to improve the hman condition. To reform the foundations of science, therefore all truth claims. To make it objective, rational. To produce useful knowledge. Technology…
He wanted to get rid of scholastic error, christian political thought. 
Moving form a relm of human affairs and humanism to more scientific ideas in math and maps and time. Linear quantities as apposed to qualities. Wanting a quantitative form of truth. 1+1=2, real basis and foundations of knowledge. 
Organism/organic in no longer the state, it is now MECHANICAL metaphors. Man is a machine moved by forces of nature. Force and counter force…
 
Nominalism, singular. No more a group experience, from human nature to individual experience. 
This is important for human nature… 
· Knowledge isnt always collective, need to be self reliant (like the protestants)
· Need inner truth to have outer truth. 
· Self evident, have your own reason
· "I think therefore I am" … basis of modern egesesstentialism 
· Birth of modern subjectivity
To be autonoms - to be alone and responsible individually "I", not as a part of anything or one else
To be rational - root word is ratio, to be able to measure. 
He wants to invent a method to use this quantitative  knowledge. A standard method. 
He produces a method that will produce true knowledge. 
Wants to produce a grid located in a specific time and space. Systamatic structure. Closed system. 
Pg 28 para 2
Pg 30 mathamatics… makes life easier, produces useful knowledge
Pg  above all I enjoy math...
Pg 43 discourse 2 end. 3 steps to method. Reject prejudices ,  Define each difficulty into parts, condut thoughts in orderly way, easiest to hardest. 

· The opposite of organic is mechanic 
· Descartes is more of the reformation period  he was a French men, fleeing Catholic France to survive. The importance of the Protestant revolution is that they thought of the common language of the people because common people/individual can read for themselves
· The Protestant revolution talks about individual and their reason   moving to monolism (singular experience). Instead of talking about human nature, you start seeing an individual experience 
· One of the best novels said, that there is no such things as dogs or men, it is abstract concept direct from the mind (an image of the mind we create). There are individual people not a ‘person’ 
· This is vital in human nature because we find Descartes in the 1st narrative starting “Here I sit (…) truth”  knowledge is not collective when he said that, we don’t have to belong to a community; we need to be self-reliant (i.e. need to study nature by ourselves to get a certain truth inward before going outward and trust these insights and not just accept these ‘skeptism’) 
· For human nature: need to rely on own reason  DESCARTES “I THINK THEREFORE I AM”. CAN’T TRUST CUSTOM and even trust your own eyes at times, therefore what can we trust? 
· If we are all victims of a mad dream; he goes as far as saying that what if God is a deceiver. To answer he based it on the fact that we abstracted ‘I’ (I think therefore I am). To also answer this we need to fall back in our inner voice and all the other characteristics we attain does not matter (its subordinate) that we all have experience of the ‘I’  this is called modern subjectivity. 
· Postmoderns argue that intelligence comes out of textual things but Descartes wants to run away from that notion and therefore the only thing he can rely on is his own thought
· Autonomous: alone and responsible of what we produce in the now. I think therefore I am. 
· Rational: the root word “ratio’  to be able to measure. Descartes uses the mathematical metaphor over and over again (quantity not quality). He wants to invent a universal method so the human mind can acquire this mathematical formula because the human mind is prone to error. 
· It’s a method to put us in the same page. Ex) draw a circle, and the way you draw it is based on your physical capability. But if you got a compass and draw the circle, it will be perfect and we all would draw the same circle. And this is the same with method, its an instrument to help us draw a similar formula (the method determine the outcome and don’t follow this then we can’t be left on our own). 
· Mathematics is the same for mapping and time and space. We have a mathematical understanding of time that is divided by the clock. 
· Mankind is isolated and alone and he needs method and he is located on a grid through time which is quantitative and qualitative
· Cannot have openness because it exposes doubt.

Quotes: 
· Pg. 28 (2nd para.)  “I try always to lean towards caution (….) vain and useless”  he is saying tradition vain and useless. “(…) as oppose to mathematics (…) {p.30} “mathematics makes life easier (…)”
· P.30 “Above all I enjoy mathematics (…) Pagans (…) mud”  dismissive on the attire tradition. He wants mechanical arts which is solid and this leads to method. 
· Method quote on Part 2 (p.43)  “The first was never (…) prejudice  he argues 3 steps to method.  You can take something and put it back together again to make  a whole rather then taking a organism first (protestant = taking the individual to the whole).  33



























January 24, 2013 
PSCI 2300 A: Historical Political Thought 

· Medieval Europe was dominated by the Catholic church in which was a fixe and rigid system  the idea of essence and substance was the definition of science. We exercise the use of words to define things and create concepts. Descartes wanted to change that because it has not benefitted mankind so wanted another method that would have some utility and provide advances like medicine and etc. 
· The geocentric universe was seen in Galileo and showed how the system was wrong. The discovery of the new world also showed how the system was flawed/wrong. It IS a wholesale throwing everything out and starting again. Descartes said previous tradition was built on sand, there is no secure foundation 
· The 1st discourse talked about him established himself in a room alone and we were able to see his self-knowledge. And he argued that we couldn’t trust anything but our own intuition; meaning Rationalism vs. empiricism (concept into your own mind). And because Empiricism is concept of the mind, it is incorruptible that is why Decartes withdraw to radical doubt (assume skeptics and doubt everything)
Human Nature – Mind/Body Dualism (Abstracted Ego) 
· He argues even if world was developed in a trickery kind of way, what can you trust, therefore the saying I think therefore I am, is a prime example of this concept. 
· Descartes idea of human nature is very Christian. If read his ideas/thought about where idea come from it similar to Augustine. He says truth and reality come from God and the soul is reflection of divine creation and everything created in the world comes from God 
· Discourse 4  about how everything is created from God 
· Because it is not dependent of external conditions, state of nature look at if we are all abstracts ‘I’;s then we are equal; we are all the same in that capacity that is why Christianity falls under this (the soul is the soul).  the basic view of the world does not matter at that point
· Descartes, the physical factors don’t have meaning when it comes to the truth and that how we get radical equality and liberty 
· Individual responsibility  if not motivated by cultural, moral, social conditions then can create beings anyway you want to. Ex) Madonna, she started as material girl then ended up as a playboy 
· The only thing that is not soluble is thinking self. He says this at this point, we have lawyer argue nature or man and prince. The Catholic church came in secular state in which money was tied to marriage which is sacred rights, therefore there was a fight with lawyers and priests, etc.  = religious wars. Both Descartes and Hobbes, wanted an end to the mess, they wanted solid foundation. So, get rid of all these ideas and lawyers and lets have some clarity. But clarity is based on mathematics.  
· We get to see what is true comes from a sense of convictions and etc. All of these things are coming out of Christianity and will  all tied to man and God (i.e. the soul, etc.) 
· Politics? This can be answered when gets to Hobbes because get the idea of human nature and web it on into politics. Machiavelli was doing more of political history whereas Hobbes did political science. 
Government/Politics 
· Descartes want to establish a scientific method for the foundation of knowledge  wants to break down things and then reassemble them to see how it work. This is a mechanical effect. 
· Ex) Autopsy, they take the body and see how the organs function, even though can’t function no more. The reason being because a dead body does not have a soul no more.
· Psychology is a common practice about the body and mind, however links to the soul. 
· Man is not God’s separate creature. The Body is mechanical, same order as the rest of the universe in which can be broken down into atoms. 
· Hobbes wasn’t sure of this  LEVIANTHAN  
· System Descartes is ambitious; he wants to create one single system and talk about how we need architecture and should be created by single author. This will encompass the entire world because single uniform structure. And this method will allow system accumulate knowledge. This is an example of the circle drawing. 

Knowledge = Power and/or Making collapse of contemplation and Praxis
· Scientific method takes irregularities and rationalities and able to regulate and control so we can function the same way. 
· KNOWLWDGE isn’t something you acquire out there, it something you produce. It because you can manipulate the results like mathematics that can change the truth. That how you produce knowledge, ex) there are a lot of Indo-Canadian (based on statistics of Canada), but does it reflect on Indo-Blacks, Indo-Carribeans, etc. = knowledge is produced
· Contemplation happens when reason is perceptive. Something has to be out there (i.e. divine law, or nature laws (ideas)) that you can receive. Only way to turn out of the cave and look at the light of there is good in order to grasp the concept. But if you lose form of the good and divine scripture, then there is nothing out there to gasp so must produce it ourselves.
· Benefit of that is that it gains freedom. If you escape the hold of God, then not confined into these identities. Ex) Men = XX Women = XY  we are fixed. --. You gain freedom along with losing sense of universe but can create the world you want 
Mastery Control of Nature 
· DESCARTES wrote this, there were no cars, no electric lights, no sanitation = medieval Europe. So the idea that you can control nature and wealth for the population is not a joke  science also help unlock more techniques (it will produce more possibilities and results that we can use and uncover new things, like the science of biology links to the science of genetics). 
Strengthen – potential for human improvement and progress 
· We have 4/5 courses, therefore we need files and subsections for instance. We need a filling system and that falls under standard and uniform measure for the accumulation of human knowledge. 
· Self-determination  this leads to liberation and leads to self-determination in politics because people know they can control own means.
· Radical liberty, we are no more controlled by the kings and monarchy, etc. 
Weaknesses – narrowing of human potentialities; alienation from God/Nature 
· Wisdom is going against the higher standard of your opinion r what you know ; but there needs to be difference between wisdom and ethics, etc. or we become all the same.
· Hobbes says: Good and bad are personal references of good and pain  meaning there is potential for ugliness in politics 
· God is an absent landlord’  but overtime, His presence becomes less important. And this trend of Descartes is to redefine ethics and universe that is mechanical so it doesn’t fall astray.

Quotes: Discourse 4  “I thought I ought to concentrate (…)”. 
Discourse 3 – establish scientific method
Discourse 4 – rounding the self-contain ego in its own merits anchored in God   I think therefore I am, 
5 – how to use method to create experiment for mankind and also how creating scientific method brings order to chaos. 
6  project to create all type of busy bees in unitary system to produce equal knowledge 
Quote  “for they have made me see (…) practice philosophy (…)  effects (…) nature” 















January 29, 2013/ January 31, 2013 
PSCI 2300 a: Lecture
*get the 1st 30 min of the class 

· All we have been doing is looking  at pictures 

PSCI 2300 A: Lecture 

Thomas Hobbes: Leviathan 

· We are all just matter and motion that is all, but have totality of knowledge. 
· The reason for last week picture slides, because it completely different  know more God, no more polis, no more corporate polis or Republic. Now we have are engines and machines. 
· The state is a natural organism in which contains people. However, not anymore, these are ppl in state of nature that come together by act of will to form a new machine to create order and relationships  this is constructed by mankind 
· What is the purpose of imagining the world this way? 
· The point of this formulation is to justify a monarch/parliament as well. But mainly, justifying absolute sovereignty. However, Hobbes was worried about the RENAISSANCE AND REFORMATION, in which broken up the Catholic idea, so therefore Hobbes was writing on behalf of the English Civil War at that time. 
· The people wanted another justification but the question is how to form a state without the introduction of God? So, the solution is that we come up with the science of politics (political science) instead of humanities. Reason, we believe individuals maximize their resources just like economics and therefore come together (social contract) for mutual benefit  this is how we imagine our government 
· The purpose: to solve the civil war at the time. So, after this we go to facts on the principle of science. What true about human beings  (basic human nature in a mechanical universe) is that we are terrible savages to each other because we are selfish (self-interested) because we are trying to survive. 
· 4 types of self-interest: Fear, food, flight and f*** = to guarantee our own security and without government to enforce order we are stuck
· Absence of government = anarchy (where every person fighting for power) 
· One uses one’s mind to open up to the universe (the rational order of the world) this is logic = mind through act of speech connects logic so you can see it in your mind, therefore see it as a real thing (the part participate in the whole).
· Virtue = we mean different things, so like God is different in each individual mind. For CATHOLICS, God is everywhere, for Protestant = God is up in the cloud above somewhere. Its sacrilegious to conceptualize the image of God, what kind of arrogance is that? So they go around painting churches of England and Holland white and destroy the paintings.  So, God means a different thing to people
· People have different words for courage, strength, etc = virtue characteristics. But if people fight over this, people have different thoughts for ethics but more of power. And if we are self-interested by nature, then we will go define things differently and want similar things and therefore we will fight (i.e. 100 people in room, 20 people with opinions, therefore there is a fight) = called WAR OF ALL AGAINST ALL (everybody opinion is equal therefore we will fight). Human beings are propelled by emotions 
· Rather than fighting it, you establish political order (work with nature) 
· What is greatest passion? Answer: FEAR. Anybody can love, but people are scared of fear they will listen. But it not just fear, but fear of violence and death. Hobbes knew we are rational for honor and love, etc. Hobbes, first philosopher to do a stufy about cowardice and political thought. 
· We are scared of violent death to the point of non-existence, therefore pain (torture) to shock you. Hobbes got people in terror so people can obey you. And in state of nature where we desire to say the same things and all and therefore fight, we will always be in constant fear if no security 
· Th e purpose is to end the chaos by creating sovereign power = create own order because not given to us by God or nature. Therefore we need to give up a bit of freedom for this. Liberty means free to move, therefore we end up bumping into each other. 
· Social contract is the legitimacy of the modern state 
· Purpose of government? = Security (law and order). Everything is is your own business because based on own values and interest. Government creates overarching power that will keep everybody in line.

Leviathan 
· The meaning of the Leviathan is a two headed sea monster 
· But the purpose is the fact that we need to be in constant fear. Good and evil become the rule of the prince and the law is based on the state. Ex) passports 
· There are no natural law, just laws of nature which is force and counter-force   the state can command life and death 








February 5, 2013 
Man is a machine
Man before government
He wants to redefine politics, get away from kings, divine right, republics. Restablish it on scientific technology.
Basic components of the state is man. So he breaks down man as a machine.
Senses
Body
Experience is everything. All ideas are the products of the human imgaination. Therefore all experiences are different. No common singular truth. All truth is relative, cause all truths are subjective.
We need a different moral order, so he turns to science. Not based on god. 
Man is propelled by appetites and desires and pain. Nature. 
Commonwealth rules through the use of pleasure and pain. Law and order through manipulation of humans natural feelings. (fear and hope) THE LEVIATHAN IS A MACHINE. JUST A CONSTRUCTIONS, MADE FROM THE STATE OF NATURE
States of nature
Used to be garden of eden (classical idea) methaphor
He replaces this religious idea with the facts of matter and motion. 
Liberty is no longer granted by the prince. They are now liberty of SofN, how bodies are in motion
Free for all, everyone is free to everything, we are all social equals. We have physical differences but mean nothing. 
Everyone has the ability to kill eachother equally. No social status. Free to take anything you want
No natural good and evil, all determined by each individual
No master and slave for example, any one can make anyone a slave, but a slave can kill their master. So no msaster slave. 
This creates anarchy, chaos, very dangerous place. No security, so no civilization
Self preservation, one common law. Our base
Everyone wants power. Perceptual persute of power. Soo leads to the war of ALL AGAISNT ALL
No agreement, no promises, so no social relations. 
Government is power, power is based on nature, nature is based on force
No humanity in this state. Just basic survival. So people EXIT the state of nature.
So we come together as free individuals for the social contract, to prevent our own death we see the need of a state
No common idea of justice, just evil, which is violent death. 
Voluntary decision. SOCIAL CONTRACT IS ALL VOLUNTARY
Giving all freedom and liberty to a sovergin. Soo all of us together create the leviathan. 
Power f the war chief and power of divine right come with rules around power (these were the forms of power before the social contract) they have to behave inbetween certain boundaries.
Hobbes says no limit to soverign power, no natural law for proper behaviour. No rules
He is a mortal God, transends all law.
ABSOLUE, UNIFIED AND UNLIMITED SOCEREIGNTY. 
Leviathan purpose is law and order. 
Erases the idea of tranny, no such thing as moral judgement because the soverign creates good and bad. 
Terror is the only way to create order. All are equal before the law
2 ways to get a common wealth - institution or acquisition. 
Always govern through fear and force so way of conqure doesn’t matter.
Holds the Power of ife and death. 
There is one unitary state, one sole source of power, unity of church and state
No toleration, toleration leads to civil disobidience. No tolerance for religion
Liberty of subjects within the confines of the law. Can do what you want as long as it is not written in the law. 
Law sperates from private life but,...
IF THE KING WNTS TO INVADE THE PRIVATE SPHERE, IT CAN
It can tax, it can go to war, it can make any decision it wants
This is about facts not values, give up natural liberty for security. 
Nobody at a higher authority to judge the soverign.



















February 7, 2013 
*look at WEBCT for the essay question 
· During the early moderns and few mistakes was very limited and colloquial and localized. A lot of people were illiterate, the only people who had knowledge were the priest and they copied the text, etc. 
· But in the Renaisance (1400 year), they started to cover Italy. Began to uncover a lot of classical text and sculptures and got them thinking of different ways of the world. And the art goes with Christ overarching the temple world  radical shift when covering pictures of great classical heroes and therefore shift from sacred to the profane. 
· That’s why Hobbes, Descartes, etc call themselves realist 
· During the 1400s, the church became corrupt (i.e. money). With Renaissance (meaning rebirth), went outside into science. But it is a good 3-400 years before the French Revolution 
· Mach, Hobbes and Descartes started a transition. Mach, argued the needs of power and forgets the notion of Socrates and etc. We need to look at more classical virtues like honor, glory and strength. To be a citizen again in a Republic, not just a repented Christian waiting for Christ to come back (in which they have waited for years)
· For Matthew, it is evident. Mach, it was imminent of the fall of Rome. But 1000 years later, there has not been redemption and therefore there is impatient in the world, so the world was looking impatient and untrue. During Galileo time, the whole knowledge base system was an error and again we see a turn away from the contemporary world and the past 
· Mach wants us to go to era of Caesar; there is a picture of a modern prince in which shows success in this world not about salvation into the next lifetime. 
· Therefore, there is a truth for humanism. So, Hobbes reads the chronicle of Levy and how to lead and establish strong Republic. Of course, if remake the world need strong leadership that is why the Prince is a strong leader 
· Descartes and Hobbes argue about a new world order  refining the state and a different form of human nature. But has gone through Christian era, so therefore this is a reaction against the Christian era.  
· Early modern thinkers (i.e. Hobbes, Mach, etc) talk about rejection of traditional order and want to establish something new, therefore want to reorder the world almost. So, this idea that we can go into this new world and find a city on a hill, they wanted to create this type of like world and rename man’s power, not to be trapped by politics and history.  Create time for science and adaptation, etc. 
· Shifting sand  can’t build foundations of shifting sand, need foundation.  Descartes for instance introduces science, whereas Mach was looking in the past to find something new. But Descartes look at heroic virtue and argue knowledge is power (i.e. science), not from virtues or idea of human nature from classical notion. Human nature built from scientific foundation, that why he talks about man being moved by the passions and appetite  almost talks about Man as a machine.
· However, there is a split between man and machine and the soul. The soul of man is different from the Body (same as Christianity); everything out there in the world is a spark of divine and he rationalizes this through God. God was still the creator however, he was turning this machine and then let go and let it go through motions. 
· Descartes saw this, therefore maintained God as a foundation. But, Hobbes substitutes the Leviathan, almost like a machine to act like a mortal God. Same purpose for DESCARTES, is the same Hobbes because man moves with desire and appetite, etc. then there will be chaos = we need something to create that order so keep man focused (once we kill God, we need substitute) 
· By definition above the law because the sources of the law  law is the will of the prince; it’s the single author of law and order and rationality. There is no power to resist the Leviathan (mechanical). 
· Leviathan is the greatest power on Earth, and it’s our duty as Subjects (USA = citizens, CANADA = subjects (subject to the Crown [object of power]). LOCKE modify Hobbes, but not until Rousseau and institution of power and government that he talks about citizens 
· Hobbes we get idea about Subject to Sovereign power  there is a unified government called the Leviathan and there is nothing below or above that compromises this Power. All institutions flow from the Crown, ex) we may be able to vote but all jurisdictions flow from the Crown. There is no world government for international law, we have institutions (i.e. NATO) 
· When think about the concepts is that the search of alternative source of power now the Catholic Church erodes. So starts with Prince then to God = Leviathan (modern concept of State Sovereignty). 













February 14, 2013 
PsCI 2300 A: Tutorial 
· Hobbes  your taste is satisfied, but there is no repugnant such as religion and etc become liberalized. The only thing that is repugnant if all those things (changes in Leviathan) become repugnant by society. 
· Hobbes  citizen have the power when joined together but no more if they individually try to change
· Hobbes  in monarchy, the representative would be one person in a rich and strong society as well as his representative. He mentions that because in monarcy the representative has power, he can take power from what whomever he wants (a lot of power). Democracy/Aristocracy: elected king versus sovereign and the thing is that if he dies, another representative is there to follow him. Even though Sparta had 2 kings: one who would stay at home and one who would go to war. There is 2 types of commonwealth: (1) because ppl fear the conquer (2) traditional 
· Talk about the education  if sovereign takes care of citizens, then the citizens subject to the sovereign and vice versa 
· Hobbes on man vs. women leaders  generally, men have more power but it not that important 
· Essay  discussion of women role as leaders for the essay 
· Essay  the legalization of homosexuality  the sovereign does not really conform to tradition everything is open 
· Essay  Hobbes vs. Plato on justice  Hobbes is contract in terms of justice (synical) but basis of our moral system 
· Locke  likes transgression and success as a leader. But Hobbes, the Sovereign judges what is good or bad. 
· Hobbes  the sovereign can take whatever property he has and also said that a mixed government will weaken the commonwealth 
· Weakening commonwealth  if popular subject, then subject disobey the current sovereign because drawn to the new one (2) a commonwealth can’t be beat because people stray away 
· Hobbes  we have the right to kill others if we think that that person is going to kill me. For rights, he differentiates between a right (liberty) and law (obligations) in which we have natural rights (i.e. to preserve the self in nature)  to achieve one need to give up the other 
· Need to give up a right to nature, and he said that Man can do that if everybody does it to or you will become weak. Therefore, only have a right if you have a force. With law if don’t obey it I can kill you
· Hobbes and renounce rights  have to give up rights, or transfer rights (give it up to another person rights) and that is forming a bond or a convenant. If give up, cant take it back because of the consequences 
· Its all voluntary and for the self -> if someone transfer the rights and don’t know why you are doing it or thinking that you are going to benefit this, then you are ignorant. 
· There is no such thing as a selfless act  example, he calls it a free gift but still not free because you are expecting something back. Ex) company budget funds and they give it to charity, but you make people voice for you thus getting money.
· Hobbes thinks we are unable to see other people perspective 
· Hobbes  p.230 about the Sovereign and the covenant to subjects
· Hobbes  cant take away rights of Sovereign because destroy role of sovereign and he talks about it in p. 236 “And so (…)”   cant take away the right to an end because no point to the mean and vice versa

· Locke does not go against Hobbes. The second government was written in the night time (he was an atheist) 
· Hobbes loved the Christian faith because you could subject them easily, this does not help you become power of the state. Hobbes, puts the virtues into the state. So you want Christians who believe in God to be together, but lets believe that we should be good to our neighbours (he Christianized politics) but same time de-christianize 
· YOU CAN CHOOSE PAPER TOPICS …he will post them up on 5-7 pages. No secondary sources: but look at Leo Strauss (on Hobbes and Locke)Don’t have to write a paper on Locke but:
· you can but do a comparison on Hobbes and Locke on property 
· the comparison between Mach and Hobbes
· the quote on Prince quote ‘fortune is woman’ as a metaphor 
· The status of women 
· Speech on Hobbes  what does speech means in Hobbes. 
· Descartes  briefly talk about the Kartisan science in a Hobbes state  
· Problem about going to overcome the soverieng but be ruled by another one  the issue is why would you give one guy all the power so therefore always in a state of war. We need a stable transition, therefore Property comes in. Property forms views on justice and politics; don’t need God to give you liberty, etc. 
· People who are lazy and steal property is Locke’s issue, and because property is an extension of your body and linked to your life. This is how property can create the state of nature and go into war if someone steals the property. 
· Ex) Guy kills man horse and then shot the man (your life become forfeit if you do something like this)  therefore state of war
· People form villages, etc that act against the ball work against this war but it still not a great guarantee and we need to protect our property. It gives us wealth and keeps us within the social contract
· Look at womens role in Locke  look at family in the civil government (if father bad father than child can emancipate self)
· Locke create representative democracy so power is shared with property owners in commonwealth …that is how laws are created. With Hobbes, the sovereign won’t risk your life but will encroach in your liberty, that means state has war with you, therefore can start a revolution  AMERICA  FAVOURITE.
· Locke  I will do this one for next week for tutorial 


· Locke argues we have limited monarchy therefore Locke’s history is different than Hobbes liberty (Hobbes goes to science rather than history). 
· So in Leviathan there is another God and we are his obedient subjects, He preserves our life and est. security. But Locke says something different, he sees it as something terrifying. Locke says that ‘No, the Sovereign is not linked from God, God is God’ = our government is not a god. And the government is something that we elect and to serve a purpose (preserve our property and other human things)
· God created you and therefore have no right to take over someone right  God does.  you have alienable right and because have God given rights and therefore honor humanity and created in image of God and Man is master of his desire because he has rationality and morality (God given gift) = master our emotions so go back to Classicla teaching
· Slaves are slaves are irrational and immoral therefore deserve to be slaves. We all have the same liberty and etc in nature, but Locke says slaves like women are irrational. They need a master to run them, so where is the equality in that; they are subject to rule in the household. 
· Justifying the slavery of people and civilization by saying not that they are weak but give a real reason like force because we are born free, we are not conquest. Locke was too modern so therefore made excuse that they are irrational. Hobbes was at least consistent but Locke says that they are unsure, they are wars of the state (ex. Indian Act makes Indians war of the state STILL to this day) therefore they are immature and nee by and to be taught
· Locke takes Aristotle idea and says that African slaves (example) are not human left so therefore need to be trained
· Hobbes: we are rationality and morality but there are those irrational because they are beast and we know they are beast because role of nature and therefore 
· Ex) Indians had land but obviously was taken by the Europeans. But the little land they owned was for business, and the Europeans wanted it, but they didn’t want to relinquish the land therefore went to war. 
· “Man who transgress to nature are beast and Beast don’t know irrationality and can turn into war therefore must use force”  because there is a progress (go from state of nature (people are primitive), then put them in a community (ex. The Indians vs. reservation)) doing this will have resistance.
· We need to learn how to negotiate on culture and natural rights with other cultures and tradition who have views on individuals, etc = international relations.  everybody who resist the borg (so to speak) will create resistance
· We live in a Locke world, we have a government who is a Crown so therefore read on Locke and take in about empire and move from liberalism (convert everybody to liberty) but keep individuals, natural rights and human rights confined and embedded 
· This is not the same everywhere in the world as well as with the Indians, etc. 
· History of political thought is not just something to do for the sake of it, but something you need to do as an elite. The elite is going to govern because knows his/her traditions, etc. trefore we are still living Locke’s idea to this day. 

http://www.transformationsjournal.org/journal/issue_19/article_07.shtml
http://ddthesis.wordpress.com/2008/01/16/love-and-platos-republic-tied-together-by-the-suppression-of-the-orgiastic-demons/
http://feminismandreligion.com/2012/10/22/reading-platos-allegory-of-the-cave-as-matricide-and-theacide-by-carol-p-christ/
http://eprints.mdx.ac.uk/216/1/r601407.pdf
http://oregonstate.edu/instruct/phl201/modules/Philosophers/Plato/plato_on_women_in_the_ideal_state_part_I_the_context.html
http://oregonstate.edu/instruct/phl201/modules/Philosophers/Plato/plato_on_women_in_the_ideal_state_part_III_the_distinction.html
http://etd.ohiolink.edu/send-pdf.cgi/Parker%20Michael%20L.pdf?ucin1147887701
http://ordinary-gentlemen.com/blog/2010/04/platos-republic-2-women-men/








February 26, 2013 
· Last week was reading week 
· Make sure each section feed back to thesis. 
· Politcs/gov(political theory) third is longer then other too
· Counter argu. Show differences are more important therefore less in common
·  
·  
· Metaphysics
· Locke trys to mellow hobbes
· There is more humanity in people. Back into christian tradition
· Ethics morality, rationality
·  
· State of nature
· Laws of nature
· Moral conscince and rational capacity. 
· Humans arnt in a state of war, just in social groups. Society. Can still be primitive. 
· People have a hard time being impartical due to self interest. That why we need a common judge and rule of law. 
· A main dispute: comes from inequality due to ownership of property. 
·  
· POLITICS
· LIFE LIBERTY AND PROPERTY. 
· Public property can become private e.g. picking an apple. 
· Creates inequality still, rich and poor, with or without property. This is due to different knowledge between people. 
· Still a form of social contract, government has a limit, constitutional law. Cant interfier with private. There is divisions. 
·  
· Politics structure
· Divided and branched gov. legislative, executive, judicial 
·  
·  
· Rousseau      context: in France, king louis 14 was ruling, sun king, sovereign power. Futal way
·  
· Metaphysics: man as a natural animal
· Critiques hobbes and locke and there state of nature, doesn’t see it as natural at their level
· Natural history
· Antropology science and history of natural man. Man, cavemen , savages, not with laws and technology
· Wanted to see what a natural man really was.  Man is relaxed and solitary in its state
· If you take away social competition, money, pride. You get basic needs, food, shelter and sex. That’s nature
· Human beings are not born with memory and language, it is a product of experience. 
· You need exposure to have desires
· Empiricism = memory/consciouness product of experience,history. 
· Wants to get rid of artificial excesses
·  
· Human nature
· Man is innocent in the state of nature, primitive. Less extra desires. 
· Free and equal
· Innocence and nobel savage, not competitvive
· Only drive is to self preservation
· Compassion is seen in nature, feel suffering and empathy.  Basic social function
·  
· Politcs
· Property and inequality leads to corruption. It is an accident not found in the state of nature.
· Creates inequality, social unrest and leads on. 
· All accident can be undone. 
· Fundamental belief  of equality
·  
· 
· The power to oppose government when overstep its reach is the question. But, Locke is right it denies a certain humanity and moral onus on the governors. They should be held by constitutional limits. The breach of legality in certain measures is a terrible harm, unless it’s a state emergency for protection 
· If this happens, Locke: if government acting in illegal way, than can revolt (the power is the people). And if breach the law, then there will be conflict (we will see tyrants being hung by the neck) 
Jean-Jacque Rousseau 
· Roussea is sitting in France (not England) and not dealing with the Crown in parliament like the British monarchy is set up.  In France, Louis the XIIII was the Sun god (had all the power) and he was grounded by God so therefore cannot do anything with him 
· In france, there was more of an order of the states (i.e. the priests, king, merchants)  social class. In 18th century, the sun king was more for the King.
·  Rousseau is looking around France and wants to get rid of divine rights of Kings but there is an issue with this: he thinks that English people have no sense of virtue and all they can think about is material stuff (property, economics, etc.). But there is a theoretical issue, he looks at state of Nature by Lockes and Hobbes and says that these people are like civilized people; idea that people maximize their utility to get more stuff (i.e. property, laws of nature). 
· Were people born with natural philosophy? Well, no. Rousseau decides that we want to create real history of man. His metaphysics is like anthropology (the natural, primitive science of man). Primitive man isn’t running around like man now; what is natural man, really? He starts to ask what it is to tbe a human being in a state of nature? 
· He says, man in a state of nature is solitary (because haven’t formed society yet) and he is relaxed (i.e. Rastafarian). Nature is simple, because man has no memory at first. Take away society, competition, etc. then you are left with basic needs like shelter, sex, food, etc. 
· There is no heighten desire we see in European (bourgeoise) society. 
· Innocence and Noble Svage  man is simple and has not many needs because the needs is based on natural satisfaction. The desire for more and more stuff is more of a social vice, but doestn describe human nature. Therefore, Locke and Hobbes is looking back of social nature which is a mistake. They find civilized man and throw into state of nature instead of looking at the primitive man 
· Rousseau has chance in world view  Locke and Hobbes there is competition therefore necessity for social contract. For Rousseau, its primitive, man is naked and walking in paradise and then the snake enter the garden (he takes this from the Garden of Eden). The snake = property. 
· Hobbes argues there is common bad because assert common good then we will get a joker crying we don’t need artificial intervention. And Rousseau does this by arguing when property enters into our minds, its not good and that property in state of nature does not exist. Therefore, property is an evil as it separates us more and more however property is accidental. 
· Hobbes go from state of nature to introduction to tenchonology (hunters and gatherers to theorists to scientists, etc.)  this is necessary. But, with the French its not that much, Rousseau talks about the accident of state of nature. Its an accident we discover fire and accident that man fell for the snake in Eden; therefore, all this can be undone. But property separates us further and therefore it’s an error that can be changed. 
· State intervention  If political structure has no equality then there is no equality. There is societies where the state intervenes in the market (ex. Income tax) because believe in equality. Therefore, the state can intervene (Rousseau) 
· There is an interesting point, Rousseau says we develop memory and language. We need memory and language to have desire. IF basic needs is satisfied we sink to consciousness. Ex) we walk in a semi-human and semi-animal state because life is simple, therefore it’s an innocence feeling (like kids) because not fully conscious. All we know is that we have desire and we wake up and go get that thing to get the desire, once we help out needs we are satisfied and therefore go back to consciousness. 
· In order to want more, need memory and ideas, etc. That is why advertising is powerful, because stimulate desire. Without exposing to these things, our desires are not there then. Humans have limited desires that important to keep us alive is simple, but in civilized societies that we have a heighten sense of accumulation.   Want to go back to a simpler time (ex. Hippies). 
· Fundamentally, human accumulate ideas through experience. We need to experience and then have memory of this in order to develop. IF not exposed to this, then there is nothing. If haven’t been accumulated, then there is no desire. Rousseau says get rid of artificial excesses to get back to our primitive time; this comes into vision of human nature
· Innocence and noble savage  our desires are limited and satisfied. Primitive man is based on satisfaction, the only drive is self-preservation (there is no social insititutions, so you can defend yourself; Locke and Hobbes the world is very crowded (product of history not nature)) and compassion.  Rousseau says humans are compassionate by nature and act compassionate with other human beings, and says that Locke and Hobbes has a negative thought of human beings (comes from Bible). Ex) Dogs and Chimps have compassion for one another  there is a social function between social creatures (human). But key is that Rousseau and greatly influence by him, we are still in a liberal universe. D). 
· Rousseau we see Enlightment  we see the universal rights of man (French Revolution: liberty, equality and fertility = all humans created equal in eyes of God). Rousseau was the fundamental of Universal Human Rights and equality. 
· Solitary, Free and Equal  Man is always on his own because preserve individual rights in the state. for Rousseau we will progress in society. For hobbes and Locke there is a social contract and people are in a society. Rousseau says no, all these abstract constructs are belony. We need to understand human evolution if we going to understand the science of man, we need to talk about the what it means to have evolution of society. 
· We move to a limited form of civilization  golden age of the noble savage. People have come together ad produce a ethnic community. Ex) tribal society (similar to Aristotle: we have the household and then the state).  But tribal socities have communal property which is a collective right. Rousseau calls this the Noble Savage stage. We have the heartiness of existence and virtues and chased women not interested in beauty but more of domestic life (the golden age before the evil snake of public property enters)
· Rousseau says private property is only seen by the English man and look what it did to their society. Private property becomes a problem that must be overcome, it is the evil that has to be contained because people used ot private property and can’t just take it away from them or there will be war. That is the job of government. – to promote equality 
III. Equality leads to Corruption 
· If compete with people, it gets in the way of harmony. If protect property then further separate the poor and the rich 
· What happens is the strong and wealthy imposing law and rules on the peasants  ex) private property can lead to death of oppose. Property is an evil that has to be justed. Versus Locke is the foundation of state and Hobbes says that is why there is no good because fear of death 
· 

February 28, 2013 
PSCI 2300 A: Tutorial 
· Look at the logic of Locke’s system; you do not need God so he attacks the monarchs who look up to God.  he says that if you are the Son of Adam then I am the son of Adam. 
· In Locke there is a state of war, if it was peaceful we wouldn’t create government because we don’t need to defend yourself. There is a chapter of right to revolution. 
· On the essay, be careful of Rousseau because he is complex. But can talk about the Noble Savage. Locke looks into history (we were always creating property)  Locke doesn’t need government for cooperation, because this is always the way it was
· Rousseau  when we became human, we recognize that someone was different from us. In Hegel, he says there is recognition and therefore start of recognition of humanness. But go through, and see conflict (for Rousseau the stakes not high enough to break up our being and desire to take from our neighbors).  Rousseau point came when we were living in a natural brotherhood, but when property created that was when we went downhill. 
· Rousseau is crazy, and says all property is theft, but the hard part about him is that he is a seed to modern totalitarianism. However, it is kind of right when saying that we lost our love for ourselves because others corrupt us. 
· Don’t write your paper on Rousseau. Ex) if you see a baby starving in the streets, it breaks your heart therefore we have some kind of love 
· Nature do Locke and Hobbes (leave Rousseau). Don’t touch which one is better and ask about your opinion, stick to the text.   if compare, be careful. 
· Locke is more benevolent to humans because humans don’t spend most of their time to kill and rape. We want to become more wealthy and prosperous, so if follow Locke and know where all the best nuts are and collect them. And then see B being a good hunter, then you can say if you can trade nuts for meat. Locke says we always exchange because fearful of life, why would you risk it by creating conflicts with people. Therefore, minimize the conflict (those people are rational). 
· B is good at hunting and A is good at growing beans, therefore exchange. But C wants to steal A beans, so for Locke,  B and A will have to kill C in order for there to be stability 
· State of war is always there because people like C are lazy and evil and want the easy way out. 
· For Locke, if all were property owners and only a few worked for us, if people want to steal and fight, that is why we created Jails because we want peace. 
· Read: Free Market fairness (talk about social justice ) 
· If don’t want to compare for the essay, pick aspect of state of nature and compare. Be specific; you can write two columns of state form. Ex) Hobbes, no copperation of state of nature versus Locke.  Rousseau hated John Locke. 
· YOU HAVE TO HAVE A KEY ELEMENT OF THE ARGUMENT. Like, hobbes social contract is worst then rousseau . 
· Locke says why form community but Rousseau says no, need a high regulated society to create virtue. TALK ABOUT VIRTUE between Locke and Rousseau. 
· Rousseau  liberals contrain with reason, but Rousseau thinks our passions should run free. Therefore can talk about whether it create a problem  can compare it today of the world. The difference between the state 60 years ago and today (materialistics, economics, etc). *topic. We live compfortable because of theories of John locke
· Can talk about women liberation  Locke improved status of women. Generally, with the liberals, you can talk about the role of family with reference to Locke. Talk about slavery in John Locke. **topic 
· For women  Locke offers the effort to release Women of the household and can bring a bit of Aristotle. The building blocks is the family, but look at Chapter 6 in Locke about the husband and wife governing equally. Talk about what he says about children (topic) 
· Locke  talks about Hooker (a Catholic thinker) and is against him because religious authorities were against this book (can only sell this book at night). Talk about women, is in Chapter 6 
· Can talk about distribution and liberal contract  marriage between man and woman was a contract and both sides owned together  women have to be enticed to marry or pregnant with a man
· Man impregnant women and then they leave, therefore,  a social contract is implemented to stay  but, this can counter-argue because man has needs therefore will stay together and affection (Rousseau). 
· Prandrea4@gmail.com  Peter Andreasen email
· Look at particularly themes, like Machievelli and Hobbes about the problem of ambition (what do you do with people who are ambitions). Use the text as framework of textual reference and take your own opinion to the small. 
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· Rousseau is not a happy camper  the French government was partying away of Versailles whilst the majority were poor. As well as, there was a bloated elite walking around with material things, etc. and everybody else was starving to death. Therefore, Rousseau not happy with status quo and came up with an alternative. The Discourse was based on when he was in university, and it was the beginning of the Enlightment. In France, tried to create a science of humanity and science of nature because humans are not natural objects. 
· This was the time to think philosophical along with Enlightment path. The beginning of the Discourse  he critique Hobbes And Locke that they convey civilized European look and says no can’t expect the rich and their luxuries represent what humans are like, because humans suffered  corruption
· Primitive society  when view of this, Europeans thought of this as naked people walking around Asia and AFRICA, therefore Rousseau says that these primitive savages are the Noble savages (that there was a beauty in the way society was existed – no competitiveness, etc.). Therefore, Rousseau saw a lost innocence and therefore wrote the book like the Garden of Eden 
· Man becomes a romantic man in the state, though was enduring injustice 
· Finding the science of man ” For how do we know (…)”  introduce element of time; time changes man and that it was all accidental. 
· “A succession (…) own essence (…) state”  ‘altered primitive state’. He always wrote confessions and how a mature person came from his childhood and all of those things that he forgotten about the influence of parents and society (unconscious things), he picks away the unconscious as an individuals and society as developed through time
· There is no progress for development of humans, he talks about the accidents of history in which made man who he is today  different societies produce different man.  Ex) look at Africa and history. 
· Question: how can you know primitive state or condition years ago? All we know is based on our childhood we don’t know anything before that. 
· Since the state of nature for Rousseau is different. He wanted a different society based on radical equality whereas Locke and Hobbes entrenched inequality. They started off saying that they are free in state of nature, but for Hobbes it more of enslavement and Locke is more of private property and state of nature and therefore he is institutionalize the society and the inequality. Rousseau, this is wrong and says that in the beginning the world is equal and in common; he inserts that the first man who built the first fence and says its mine is robbing this common. 
· Mankind, Rousseau, is defined (p.88 1st Discourse part 1)
· “this is not (…) evolve humanity (…) himself”  we still talk about soul and spirituality and inability to resist the call of nature. Human nature is special not just a beast because able to resist natural impulses, etc. Locke says this as well and man’s ability to release impulses and say no. Morality and rationality is inherited but with ROUSSEAU, rationality and morality develop through time and experience. For Hobbes, people are acting with desires they want to fulfill as adults but Rousseau says we are children and this development changes as we grow. It needs to come through experience in order to learn, therefore man is a beast until develop moral capacity through time. Therefore facility of self-improvement (can improve through time) but it’s a process 
· This later takes away innocence  it is Romanticism and look at the modern, absolute France and ask what went wrong to a fulfill humanity and if we can reform society
· Rousseau wants change, but Locke and Hobbes wants status quo  Rousseau wants us to be primitive and innocent without artificial desires
Human Nature 
a) Man self-sconsciouness – this evolves because beginning  man is a beast and this changes as we experience. But beast have no sense of time, they only have desire but satisfy those desires and sink back into nature. So here is man (sub-human) walking around satisfying one’s desire and go back to unsciousness.
a. Beast have cycle of reproduction don’t have past or future. Problem with Hobbes, is that assume people can see into the future. Scarcity is not a natural condition, if have simple needs it is easily satisfied based on the fertility of nature (there is a lot of fish, etc.). This is created through property and materials 
b. Rousseau has quarrel the way modern society is because hyped up with artificial needs and we don’t need this. The need for this creates the scarcity; if live simple then we can find comfort in community and relationship, then we wont be competitive. Rousseau wants a do-over, and believe somewhere along the way something went wrong and this happened because of property (some wise guy made a fence and claimed its his and influenced others). Locke, state of nature is based on change (through technological development, etc)  the beast wonder in forest, saw something and learned how to utilize it and went back to nature. Man never saw himself as humans until met another human, of course the original content came through sex. All of a sudden there is another consciousness (another you) but the woman you are using her for something and of course find another man and see another you and see yourself through him. 
c. SHOWS THAT man is different and that we create language and compassion and competition amongst each other = original society established (based on family and then communities). 
d. We end up golden age where everyone has honor and self-reliance (because rely on self to feed self), there is no division of labor. Thing about property is that it alienates people and create masters and slaves and they both rely on each other and then get social dispute – but this is a long period of revolution and this is only seen in Western society. 
e. Private property create distortion and the need for law 
· Modern View of Ethics and a new ‘civil society’ 
· Law is introduced to stop conflict in property (Locke) but this differentiates that status of class. Therefore, unqual social contract and we get corrupt society and we need to re-fix it. (Rousseau) 
· So that new social contract is based on institutionalizing equality therefore talk about general will (UNITED ALL THE WILLS)  Quote in Second discourse (P.128).  IT CREATES CONSITITUION THAT EVERYBODY IS EQUAL, so we have an idea that general will in republic government about equality and establishment of executive that is to the legislature = popular sovereignty (no 3 tier system we typically see; this we see in the Senate, etc.) 
· General Will – we look at USA, it a national self of determination. The issue with Locke and Hobbes is that the laws are unequal and imposed will and that Law in Hobbes is more of a restraint; that people want to obey the law but want to in a sense of utility but there is a lot of teaching.
· Fraternity = brotherhood. Rousseau wants unity and wants to go back to classical republicism where citizen has identity with the state. Citizens have solidarity amongst each other as a morality (we are nationalistic). WE create national unity but that feeling (social glue) is if there is popular will, that representatives make laws that will help the majority.  we are social creatures therefore we have compassion for each other. 
· Compassion  we re compassionate people and that we don’t just sit down and plan to kill people. When Hobbes and Locke and Rousseau the one thing read in common is that they are liberalist: they have society but they differ. If authoritarian type, we are Hobbes (laws and military state), if in the state then Locke (minimal government however humans are selfish), or left where we see equality as a social condition (more people have more access to education, etc) based on socialism is Rousseau. 
· When reading the books, have to know where you stand. 
· Radical and Direct DEMOCRACY  for Rousseau, everybody is equal before the law. For national by, everybody has to be a citizen and to be solidarity need fundamental equality (same as Plato that everyone is citizen). 
· Rule of democratic majority – this want revolutionary. The French Revolution that shook Europe and it didn’t last long, it degenerated a dictatorship (Napoleon) because haven’t jelled the institutions of democracy. 





March 5, 2013 
Purpose: to establish the universal principles of rational enlightenment. What is law. Being ruled under law, not brute force. 
 
You cant accept the def of human nature of realism (selfinterest,) we cant give over to that because it does not give us basic freedom, humanity, we want freedom. You have to liberate or enlighten people. Teach that freedom, autonomy can only be found in a rule governed society.
Still voluntary give up to contract. 
 
Metaphysics
Mechanical desires, instincts: define us as animals. We msut rise above animal nature completely
Transcendental idealism. Embrace humanity. Principle over pragmatic
Tripartic system
· pure reason = science, understand the natural world through math and science. These do not define us. 
· Practical reason = moral autonomy based on free will, we have choices of desires. A priori (goes before)
· Judgement = moral scicene, practical reason. Bringing laws and applying them to certain cases. 
 
Human nature
We can see our selves as free creatures. There is more to us then stimulus and response, control desires. 
Free choice leads to freedom. Not defined by nature
We must define our selves agaisnt nature.
Defines human nature by free will. Our dignity is based in our autonomy, self determination. 
Categorical imperative (golden rule) . Universal will is ahead of self interest. 
 
Politics
Law governed state. We submit to law, as in a social contract
Law is the collective will of society. 
Cosmopolitanism. Need a universal system. not individual democratic  states. 
War and conflict is a break down of order









March 7, 2013 
Tutorial 

Locke Presentation: 
· Locke argues that for foreigners, Locke doesn’t like the government enforcing their laws on them because they are used to their own government from back home. 
· If read Locke, the conversation about the political government and we consented to; but with Rousseau, we have to understand the romantic feel in many liberals. A family is a contract and that what holds things together refers to Rousseau and Locke
· The moderns (liberals) cant take nature (cycle about birth, life and death) Locke says people do something in nature but what required is a city (artificial agreement that’s not natural = city). This is not like the Ancients because they explained that we gained the city. 
· Roussea says once we est. artificial process we corrupt ourselves therefore Rousseau cant escape this but tries, therefore he becomes very radical. He does 2 things: pull back individual and state of nature = savage; (2) virtuous citizen defends the city = patriot  these two are not reconcilable  
Rousseau 
· Tacit Consent = who is harmed and who benefit? He saw social contract as the start of slavery for humans because he said that more people don’t have property so why would people submit to government that formalize segregation in terms of wealth. 
· Thomas Soul (Black Liberals) – argue why racial problems in the USA is a clash and explain why the poor are so violent. So, those who don’t have access to proverty (reason why African Americans are in prison) will become violent and the only way to keep this ppl in line is to put them in jail  Rousseau inflame the passions
· Rousseau = create the state is based on Reason and Reason satisfy the passions because through Liberal state that helps us satisfy this need. Rousseau lets passions go and attacked by passion is reason. 
· If we look at the moderns and attach to property, how does property corrupt us (Rousseau)?  he introduced property like the snake in the grass in Eden. 
· We are created as savages and lived the life of solitary and we quickly disband and quickly come back for groups, but as soon as the encounter is done then we move on to another thing. TO reproduce species, the 2 had to meet and eventually the 2 recognized each other that they were both the same and needed to be made in order to reproduce = self-consciousness 
· First modern philosopher to talk about man in anthropological terms – he traces human natural history
· And then we started to copy each other, like est. huts and etc. but equality starts in nature. HE SAYS its starts when one man understands that he can make enough for two men = says this in behalf of the arts (i.e. the dancer = ballet).  for the dancer they know their roles and they are able to attract humans 
· This was called the love of yourself and understood your limits and capabilities
· Argues that property was the end for mankind and for Rousseau it was the start to do things to make up natural inequalities (i.e. race for possessions). So first, it was love for self to base it on other people 
· All societies are bondage, naturally we develop our own characteristic without the feedback of society. Ex) I am funny but this is based on people reactions.   we loose a bit of nature in the state of equality 
· The weak die off and the strong remain. We are compassionaite, however, that’s why we don’t throw our kids into the water to swim. Rousseau, we enter society we must preserve natural strength and liberty and we do this through passion = PATRIOTISM IS THE BIGGEST PASSION FOR ROUSSEAU.


Immanuel Kant 
· The purpose is to establish universal principles for rational development for all humanity = humans are all the same we have common humanity and that is based on time, space, sex, etc = the universal ‘I’ (I think therefore I am) = INDIVIDUALISM 
· Anything that makes you different doesn’t matter, what important is the ability o be autonomous and choose our own way. Man is defined by universal freewill. 
· Kant is the 1st philosopher to develop philosophical foundation for all mankind; most of the philosophers are interested in developing society and authority and Subjects. 
· The French Revolution sent shock wave around Europe; this idea has Kant thinking and he watched the French Revolution and the French still had peasants and authority, etc.  only had French and American Revolution 
· French failed because invested in leadership who is charismatic and therefore fell down. The French revolution tried to develop society and rejected the old Calendar and starts anew with new rights for all French citizens not just the rich. Napoleon became such a mess that his general took over the movement and brought all the citizens into the army and actually crowned himself king (usually the pope crown the individual) 
· Napolean says no we are breaking out old tradition and for now on, man is responsible for is own destiny and he took the Corwn and put it on his own head. He took his army of ordinary citizens and marched all over Europe till Russia.  Europe was shocked that this change was going to destroy the old and create the new and therefore rally around the old regime and conservative order by defeating him and reinstituted a English KING AND THEREFORE gave more power to government and etc. = clamped down on freedom and emerging rich class and this is during the 18-19th century. 
· The republican form of government was an idea that spoke to fundamental humanity. This was going to come to the entire world, so looking what philosophical foundations to create cosmos under one government = Hegel says that happens the end of history 
· HEGEL = going to have democratic revolutions until one day we are going to have a firm government that we will submit to for all of humanity. Universal template for human beings because humans are in a certain way; man is singular (an individual) 
· Kant is always an end for himself because he is autonomous and rational. Therefore, unjust that he did this for himself back then this was amazing because people used to living as passive subjects. Locke even said this by saying ‘we are subject to the Crown’  we are born into this privilege that the Kings say we are above you (closer to God) and you are just a Subject so therefore no rights and no rule of your own. 
· The French Revolution argued that everybody was an autonomous agent and no longer had to be under a Subject rule. We can have collective will to enforce collective to unite. There will be societies that resist this change, but Kant says this is the end ofman (telos) categorical imperative: we all must above self interest and those things that make us different. Ex) Woman have certain interest But as human beings we have the freedom to make decisions. In order to deveiate from the partial will to the universal will of mankind (FREEDOM)
· Categorical imperative – interest not to pay taxes or cheat on exam. If everyone behaved that way = social chaos. So if cant universalized desire, then can there will always be chaos
· Legal formulism: create constitution and laws that we are all universally submit to, but have to do this democratically. Everybody willingly submit so collectively be onus. So if different gender, race, etc go into private sphere not public sphere. That’s why the wearing of religious symbols in France because those are marks of difference.
· All differentiations aren’t allowed to be discriminated upon because have right to be the same and be treated the same in order to unite.
· Unlike Hobbes or Locke, social contract is talked upon like limitations. But Kant says that social contract is internally willed and embraced through the actions of democratic participation, etc.  = everybody is transformed to particularly and universal unification  
· Equality – not to create differences, but everybody shedding differences and creating universal will and this is through actualizing their own freedom. 
· Kant started the talk of the state – so bureaucratic offices that the public enforces in accordance to the public interest. He talks about public interest and public reason. Idea that all the decision had to be public and any secrecy is not good. Partial interest hates the shine of the light, everything has to be made public. If an executive does things in secret, then they are doing something corrupt
· Even in diplomacy and secret treatise, what are they trying to pull. No, all government business have to be open. He was known for public participation and engagement. Wanted everyone to engage in politics, didn’t just wanted appointed ministers to make decisions on behalf of everybody. 
· National interest – he is not talking about feminism, etc. he is talking about public interest 
· Universal History – Rousseau says rationality and morality developed in time, but that was by accident (ex. Accidently invented fire). But Kant says no, the cunning of reason there is a telos to human history and natural progression towards Enlightment. Couldn’t imagine human beings without intending that these capacities can be actualized. He could see that the world was not perfect (ex. Germany was not like the USA) but saw that Germany would become a rational, unified state.  
· He talked about man’s perfectibility – this conflict will creat pain and suffering, according to Hobbes theory, but people will rise out of this pain and create system of laws to remain living in peace. = Road to perpetual peace. 
· Wrote this in 17th century, but whole European model of the EU is based on Kant theory, that all nation states of Europe destroyed each other and afterwards decided to build a jurisdiction or group so that they will no longer fight = this created the EU (European Union).  citizens can move throughout Europe
· Never believe that Germany and France were fighting, but because of EU, they had to fix this. They have reached civilized state that war is no longer a possibility. Now, they are thinking if we can universalize this. Kant says yes, we need to embrace Africa and USA and have collective security because never move away from war and violence without security and legislations. 
· Civilization sees the gift of humanity and if spend money on weapons and etc, then we are not advancing society.   individual citizens and businesses and etc. don’t benefit the war, only a small unit of military complex will benefit, majority wont benefit it. 
· This vision underlines all the UNITED NATIONS perspectives and NGO’s and etc. are fuelled by this Kant idea that we can create democracy everywhere and to live in a state of peace, etc. = this is our heritage as humanity. We are not brutes, we can create peace and civil society. 
· kiyashiferaw@gmail.com 
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PSCI 2300: Lecture 
Purpose: to rationally comprehend the totality of human freedom
 
Metaphysics: geist (spirit) realizing itself in history
Trying to give an explanation for modern liberal consciousness
Everything in the past has lead up to modern nation states. They are the final form of human existence. A league of nations realted through law is the final form.  Is this really possible though? 
Highest value is freedom so soverginety will not be given up
Individual nation states as they are now is the final ground of history, final realization, , kants idea is only an ideal, it is not possible.  (kant: what can I know and what can I hope) 
Wants to overcome the spirit dualism everyone before has given, he wants the spirit and body to come back together. Spirit realizes itself I nthe material world. An bastract image needs a concrete image. Humanit ys the physcial form of god, we all have a bit of a spiritual difference, together we form the divine. From an isolatd individual to a spark of the divine whole (we are all god)
History has not material existence, all we have is the now. Same with the future. collectivly we write history and future. 
3 stafes of the spirit (geist), greek, christian, modern
· Greek have a fundamental unfreedom
· Christianity, human freedom in christ, divine man. Achieve freedom in heaven 
· Modern/protestant, realize freedom in time, in a state, through legal thought and citizenship
The actual is rational. Look at the world right now, not ideals. 
 
Human Nature: temporal self conciousness as a moment of the eternal present
Individuals come to be by relationships with others. Through social and historical realations
Embracing difference, creating unique identies. 
The state is what makes sense of individuals, the whole brings together legal rfreedom to be who we are
We develop our consciousness through production, work. Reflection of concrete manifestations of your own knowledge. 
Understanding comes from work, reflection, and concrete form, reality. 
Human idea is freedom, our rights in canada are the concrete form of this freedom. 
Has to exist to be comprehended
Animal consciousness  = desire, human consciousness = recognition
Humans can use humans as objects but there is no freedom in that relationship. When we rcognize another human being, their consciousness, then we allow our selves to see a mirror in ourselves. Greanting their freedom is granting your own freedom. People constitute eachothers freedom. 
We only see ourselves as desiring animals, that’s why wee need outhers to see our own freedom
We realize ourselves as different, e.g. man and women, but to see this otherness, this difference, we understand ourselves. Knowing what you are not shows you what you are. 
We need to be encourages to be individuals. 
 
Politics: the state is the final form of freedom (end of history

* Hegel thought he was God in a way (he was crazy), therefore, why people cant take him seriously. However, all of his ideas about the historical nature of liberalism and consciousness is filtered and therefore the base for modern political science (don’t realize because we don’t step out of our boundary). 
· To get out of this, we need to think how this sets up Marx and Nietzsche  we know Marx, he is about capitalism evolving in time from oligarchy society to a more liberal society (modern technological era) = based on history. His stages of history comes out of the Dialectics 
· Thought experiment of Marx = trying to give explanation for the historical evolution of modern liberal consciousness. It didn’t just fall out of the sky, it developed over time. Not all cultures have this, in fact not even our own culture had this in the beginning. In the past, Greeks had different idea on how to be a human being versus Catholics = steps to modern humanism (modern freedom). 
· This is the final form of freedom and not invents something new and everything in past led up to this moment. Modern nation states, are the final form of human form. Knowing Kant, he said modern nation state is halfway there, we needed to get to league of nations where one thing in common is law or culture, etc. So, we don’t interact with each other through war, but through common ground (Kant’s projected ideal = what we are working towards). Yet, it’s not here and possible = will USA and North Korea give up sovereignty to universal union? No, because national sovereignty of each community of each state is held as a form of freedom same as human hold freedom as the highest form of politics = why would we want to become slaves though united. 
· Hegel, individual national states is the full realization that it is an end of history. Kant is projecting an idea with no reality, the global state has no reality therefore can’t be understood because human minds understand things that are fact and understood or it will be simply ideas. Kant was more of the hope. But Hegel says no, it ignores the material manifestation of our embodiment as desirable creatures. We will always overturn order just to fulfill a fantasy and this is a recipe for constant unsatisfaction 
· Hegel says we have reached end of history – it is the final realization of God and history. He wasn’t afraid to use the words God and history. So he retells and starts from the beginning and says that the modern form of the nation state is when Christianity becomes secularized and becomes a state = this we understand. 
· The typical creation story is in Genesis = God creates the material world. But in 19th century, there is no more active God (matter and spirit is separate) and this is similar to Hegel analogy = basic Christian Dualism. (my ego separate from mechanical body). Hegel wants to overcome basic dualism of spirit and materialism, he wants to bring them back together, so he retells the creation myth
· God was pure spirit and because of that spirit and divine divides self and therefore create a material world and its based on that in which human consciousness relies on materialism in order to understand that we are human.  CAN’T VISUALIZE GOD
· Christianity is a step beyond that because God manifest in physical world by forming Christ so that God understands humanity. Humans therefore have the spark of the divine and its our differences and material embodiments that altogether form the divine and understanding that concept (being rationale) makes us self-aware as the divine = ‘Therefore, I feel like we are God’ (because we are aware of this). 
· Hegel helps is understand that we are a spark of the divine. Humans are material therefore we driven by desire, and therefore we are able to reflect the objects and turn it into chairs, pencils and papers so that we are able to use things = everything around us is a human tool for our consciousness and coming to our own self-awareness. 
· Everything we call history is an imagination, may be materialized in the book but it’s not happening now. Same as the future, it’s a product of our imagination and all we have is the moment and collectively we write our history and future therefore we participate in the ‘now’ for our cultural collective imagination = for all the books and artwork we created, this is all reservoir of the collective human project WE MAKE IT ALIVE BY BEING ABLE TO THINK ABOUT IT.
· Spirit is manifesting in the world through human project (idea of freedom):
· Greek stage – in this world, there is a sense of the individual but its subordinated to the good of the whole. Aristotle doesn’t talk about human freedom but human duties and serving the collective whole. What steps into Roman classical world is Christianity = God becomes single individual. Therefore idea that human freedom in Christ as a reflection of the divine man. But, understood as something that is achieve in heaven, this world is veil of tears and Christianity our bodies are limited (Augustine = city of man v. city of God).   therefore all this is achieved in heaven 
· Christian freedom – full manifestation only in the next world 
· Secular Christianity – freedom based on participation of the state. 
· The ‘actual is rational’  citizens in state we can know our own actions. Born as equal citizens and manifest our lives the way we want and as we choose to embody certain things of our existence, each choses links us to a part of the whole. We are abstract individuals who choose characteristics and choose particular family roles. Each social roles shows the differences of each other and these differences are aspects of divine. Problem with Kant is that he wants to make us abstract human but Hegel says we have a choice. 
· Individual comes to be not through abstraction but through relationships of each other. Individuality is embedded and defined through historical relations; not all of us have same experiences (some of us grew up poor, etc.) Not to reject the definitions but to understand the meaning. Mark ourselves and create our own I.D. and each of those identities are unique and each one is a grain of sand of a whole beach (state) and it’s the beach that makes sense of the individuals. We are who we are as Canadians based on own experiences and history, we all come together and gives us a legal freedom to be who we are. If we were in India, who we are would be thought differently. 
· Consciousness develops through work = based on history and how consciousness is produced not given. Ex) we wrote the essay, when talked about John Locke we gave concrete forma and understand it a bit. The world nature is an empty void, we have to go out and take that tree and turn it into a house, it helps develop our own liberty = learn to understand based on working on something. You can’t abstract something, you need to take the pictures in your mind and put it forth as a object (exist) in concrete reality. The state is manifestation of a concrete reality of human idea: which is freedom and can only understand liberty is based on what the state puts forth.   if not complete then its open-ended and becomes arbitrary (something has to exist in order to understand it) 
· Consciousness develops through time and what we create = human ideas to find physical form just like God takes physical form through Jesus, human creativity have to take physical form and objects. 
· All this spiritual development and God in time in material world happens through actual physical need, not animal needs (animals don’t have a conscious). But, we start off as animals and progress our desires by getting what we want and turning it into something productive. Through the desire, we manifest physical desires and this creates our world. A BOOK IS AN EXTERNALIZE FORM OF Hegel consciousness; if create blueprint on internet and build it, we are taking an idea and turning it into physical form. 
· But, the object is a passive thing in which comes into being. So how do we know ourselves? Working on the world helps our consciousness, though it cant talk to us, but we need to know that we are free and interact with each other, we can use each other as objects (i.e. I want him to be my slave) but this doesn’t show liberty, we just have power over the object. But if cant create freedom in that object we cant understand our manifestation recognize another person freedom and consciousness, then we permit to see ourselves like a mirror (we known that we are free ourselves) = other people liberty is an object for us 
· People constitute each other freedom. That’s why love is hard, because if love you try not to control them. When respect their personality that we love, we want them to be free as free can be. Want them to be the full totality of who they are and therefore we understand our own freedom because no object in nature that will tell  us that we are free; takes a friendship of another human to understand that we are free humans. 
· You create yourself based on the differences of others. Ex) if I look at a man, I know I am not a man because have no beard and stuff. That’s why team sports are important because we know that we are Ravens and not a GeeGee. 
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PSCI 2300: Lecture 
· Marx was a student of Hegel, and can’t understand Marx without some of Hegel concept  he materializes Hegel and almost takes out God and uses same approaches to history and human nature like Hegel. 
· The metaphysics is the beginning of assumptions that bring forth socio-political theory and we use this in policies without thinking of the metaphysics or assumptions that drive this. Reason why we take this class, because it open your mind to the philosophical foundations that drive the practices. Liberalism, we all deal with, goes back to Descartes sitting in that simple room and thinking about freewill and anchor of God. But start with autonomous subjectivity; don’t allow to ask yourself other questions about the social and historical nature of human nature and social nature. Liberals like Hobbes and Locke’s and Descartes projecting classical philosophy
· Aristotle started as a state as a whole (community) and when Hegel reads this philosophy, the community comes first (to be human is defines as social positions and relations, that’s why Aristotle talks about education and morality). The society is defined based on your social role because humans are social 
· Hobbes and Locke in the ENLIGHTMENT period, state defined by monarchy and the leaders exempted from tax and the civilians are subjects, this whole era is about the rich craftsmen revolting against the classical idea of a community ruled by a King and the warrior class (who had all the rights).  When challenged, based on aristocratic privileges. That is why they argued social contract in the state = humans being equal in state of nature to argue equal access to political power because political  rights don’t come from family genes, but through state. 
· People come in social orders and that we are individual before the state of nature = equal claim that we are equal. But, because of their focus as citizens being individuals who are free, they go to basis of material wealth and never think or speak the classical things about ethics or honor or sacrifice for the whole or even how they emerged as agents.  Rousseau is first to ask this: how did humans come to be and how does it develop? How does conscious develop through time? What kind of social relations allowing us to understand ourselves? 
· Hegel believes that we should go back to the ethical, warrior ethics of Greece that aspect that is not addressed in liberal philosophy. But in the republic, the survival of life is the city of pigs  what about philosophy and honor
· Rousseau says once we lose religion, we need civil religion so we restrain our self-interest and not kill each other. How do you protect of collective interest? Where is the talk of common justice? All the social things is missing. 
· In Germany, etc. we see the grounding of futile society to technological society based on liberalism, therefore he ask, where is the higher life and human dimension. Humans are not just satisfied with stuff; they wanted to be valued Kant talks about human dignity and survival.  Goes back and establish all these virtues of art (honor, education, morality, etc.) into the state
· Hegel wants to bring something back in, therefore reads about history and political life and state not as a machine, but to keep the peace and it being cultural  what is civilization? The state is an embodiment of the collective community. Ex) high school and we see ‘school spirit’ – idea that you belong to something bigger then yourself. 
· Liberalism misses the essential human needs for recognition and cultural life, and develops state as an expression of that cultural, spiritual life that makes us unique in the world. Then he says we have to look at this stuff as a product in which produced through work. Not just abstract thought of God, Hegel God is active in the world through the channel of human being itself; each human is an instrument of realization of spirit in the world.  =expression of the divine in the real world 
· Explains the need for more and desire. In Aristotle, the life of philosophy (high life of culture, education and art) restricted to the few. Hegel takes democracy of liberalism and make the high life available to everyone, that’s why we have democratic participation in the life of the republic (i.e. national sports teams, etc.). The trouble of Greek and Rome civilization is that it wasn’t based on freedom but master and slaves. 
· Master-slave dialectic – humans in world, the divine spirit realizes itself through historical process. Starts off as nature in the material world, therefore starts with animals and with hunting animals comes humanity (we create our environment and modify our nature by serving our basic needs). We start to invent tools and it is through this that guides our spirit to serve the basic needs for theic needs, thats  world = to create tools and separate from nature (by not being an animal), makes us a bit powerful and control nature. Human being reach outside of nature and modify and modify our actions in which modify nature = reach self-consciousness (we control nature and each other) 
· Self-consciousness and human consciousness being a bigger movement, this is history = all of this is not an accident; civilization progress through time therefore more civilized and technological advanced. It is God actualizing himself in the world. We are all part of the process; it will create a matrix because it’s a product of humans working together. Ex) Group project and individual contribute. It also constitutes us; we are historical creatures and given certain norms in society that makes us who we are like Canada  = hockey. 
· Therefore, human history is a thought of a human product (idea) = therefore, man is created and acknowledged based on his work. To be human, to take collective project of humanity and produce something new; we have the capacity to write something original. Take what’s given until create something new and that’s how civilization progresses. Trees don’t progress, only humans and through education that progresses us, allow us to write a book, etc. and make a new machine and the people who follow you, will build based on your idea. 
· Animal Desire = satisfaction of basic needs and that is why they don’t progress. This is the problem of Liberalism; it stops with civilian society but doesn’t think about social status and human recognition. Human consciousness is based on our desire for human recognition and these needs to be satisfied as much as the needs of our bodies. In regards to the private realm (basic desire) we need public realm to be public citizens to participate in public cultural life and join the legislature = that is the state. 
· Society divided by the private realm and the public realm (state = public good). The state is where we go to war as soldiers and this is vital for human life and political life. Hegel thought on politics and government is based on 3 stages of social life:
· Family (learn to be ethical creatures), civil society (market participation) and the state (recognition beginning in the family and justify the whole civilization). 
· These social relations have a development, therefore different from liberalism because start with humans in state of nature. But why start there? Because they are fighting against the aristocracy, but after its independence (French Revolution), we ask where do we go from here; we need to build universal state.  We are produced socially, and don’t fall from the sky, we need to socialize and taught that through education and taught that through our experiences as citizens in the state. We start out as infants and taught about live and sacrifice and recognition in value (we learn about values within ourselves is what family teaches us and value each other as humans and it’s in the family, we learn to care about others. If go into the market, we understand that we are individuals, therefore recognition as producers and exchange products of our own work = animal needs (shelter, food, etc.)) 
· Humans have to freely participate in the market and understand that its going to be collectively spent on war and security, etc. and it’s this that makes us human = called public service. Ex) soldiers  this is why nature state full expression of freedom because learn to be humans through culture and social norms that makes us who we are as humans, not just animals. 
· We can pick our own social roles, everyone in liberalism have free choice so individuality. 
· It’s the differences that contribute to the whole makes up the whole civilization = we are all expressing human desires for freedom and manifesting. Its about equal value on all those social roles that contribute to the totality of society in which we artiipate in and its this diversity that makes that state interesting = flowering of the human condition. Shouldn’t be the same because Canada (example) is a mosaic and diversity all funded by the state. Nation state is the full flower of liberalism. And how we manifested as humans and workers and family members, etc. = social way of looking into the world  individualism to socialism 
· We all don’t want to be the same, its an expression of diversity (the state
· 



































March 21, 2013 
Nietzche
Purppose: to overcome the decadence(decay) of modern European culture. He has a cultural critique, not a lot on politics. 
 
Context is late 19th century, 1880s. Height of european imperialism. 
 
Metaphysics
Biological/organic struggle, like darwinism. Organisms ar ein a constant struggle to surviv. The willto survive is a bio. Necessity. Certain forms of violent behaviour are necissary for survival. Survival instincts
Antichrist, all about biological bassis and drives. Attacking the enlightenment tradition. 
Humanity, freedom, and justice are formed from a cultural era. 
Philology(study of words) and genealogy(finding the orgins).  
Any meaning in the world is created by human beings.  
Society is characterized by slav morality, not master morality. Whihch creates the corruption of society.
We have to create values to give our lives meaning
External return of the same
 
Human nature
Master and slave. Master moralit yis ancient morality (the nobelman). He wants to return to this state. te of superiority. Slave morality is christian tradition, only the sick, ugly, poor are good. Rich are wretched. 
A reality of human nature, natural differences. 
The triumph of the weak is universal equality. The celebration of weakness. (meek shall inherit the earth)
Empowering the weak creates a weak socity. He has no compassion for them or cares about injustice.
suffering is a endemic part of the animal man. 
The slaves revolt and DEMOIZE the elite and all their noble values. HERD INSTINCT. Man is a domesticated animal, told to be good, passive, civilized, caged to be weak. A slave culture is what overcomes the masters. 
He referes to nausea, sickness, as being the restraint. We have a natural resistence so when our natural desires are frusterated our energy become viscious and sickening. Constant repression for dominances and natural desires makes us sick. 
Rule of law is the institution of the herd. 
 
Politics
Nihlism, when old christian valuves deteriorate. What is the point of being a good christian if it is not going to get you into heaven. Loses its purpose. 
Nihlism: lack of meaning or purpose in our lives. No vlaues. He believes human life  has no value except through society. 
Will to power the force of the bio. Impulse that turns into determinations, values, need to succeed. To care. To create social values. 
Philosophy art and poetry. To produce greate value. Quality. 
Overman is a super human being (like the prince) (superman)
Create a whole new world of valuse by first detroying th eold one. Knocking down the old system by showings its historical orgins. Clearing space for a new creation. 

















March 26, 2013  
· Get the first 30 min 

Nietzsche 
· The idea of going against nature by overpowering the weak creates a weak society. Nietzsche has no time for compassion or justice, but more of the strong over the weak. In the first essay of the reading, he talks about slavery  “Nothing which has been done on Earth (…) revenge. (…) pious people [Nietszche is saying that these people should just die]”  he is talking about the resentment from slaves towards the master, so they are labeled good/evil. 
· The slaves destroy this; this is an unnatural condition therefore the dcline for modern humanization. Cruelty is a vtial part of animal man, the animal man is projected through world through his desires (like Hobbes) and its those instincts and desires that allow survival for species. So will to demonition is what creates healthy, human species = the rise of the beast 
· The master as the strong, which is brought down, (master = elite). So what happens is that mass society rebel against master and elite through collective action and demonize the noble values (all the strength of society is destroyed). This what he talks about Herd Instinct 
· Meaning, man is a domesticated animal who driven by desire (to be strong, sex, etc.). We are told to be civilized, by civilization is being caged as the weak over the strong and the genius of slavery is that because can’t physically overpower masters they created self-discipline so that masters can control themselves  the herd controls the strong to their own uses (this is seen in Freud as well). You take the urges and control them through civilization (the good, strong and beautiful is lost) that is what links to nausea 
· Nausea = it creates in inner form of corruption (civilization does this) because of caged like feeling. Because dominance is frustrated, it is internalized and turns into hate. It is a counter-reaction; Ex) Sex. If sexual liberated then everyone can enjoy, but if suppressed then it becomes kinky and distraught = it’s not channeled normally that is why. 
· He says, constant repression for dominance is making mankind sick and that is why we are suffering from fetishes; he get this from Marxism. Marx says the same thing with the elite, because they have a fetish they thrive for commodity and capital. 
· Nietzsche takes this and says that the liberal elite has been reduced to a bunch of shopkeepers, they think they can find fulfillment through crafts, etc. the replacement of liberalism of commodity satisfaction creates sickeness because you think you can substitute material things for cultural expression = slave morality.  if take exploited people, they run around to feed materialism without thinking cultural achievement, therefore the elite is a form of secularized Christianity (Nietzsche does not care about the working class that why he doesn’t talk about him). 
· Politics and Government  he says what happens when old Christian ideas begin to devalue itself. The one thing good about slave morality is that it created a strong, moral code. Because slaves unable to fulfill self as beautiful and noble, they content themselves with a noble code to catch the masters. It created a high culture, Christianity was able to control European culture for 500 years is amazing, though is sickening, it did create a lot of art and culture and values. The fact they were able to promote these values for long is great. 
· Christian suffering stop having meaning if know that there is no heaven. What is the point of being a good Christian and doing good if it does not save your soul. It loses its purpose; when God is ‘dead’ then there is nothing else but just a charity (i.e. consume). He ask one to sit back and think without anything we value, what is the point of life. 
· What is the point of getting out of bed; that is the problem with a mass education or mass everything. What does it mean on the value of human life? Human life has no value; only have value in cultural production.
· Will to power = some of us have this character and determination for success; the will to power. Has to do with the force of biological impulse that channels itself into the production of meaning. Ability to create own values; it creates and defines own life and to do it for yourself and create social values and seeing the world. Philosophy or Politics does this for us, it creates a base to be free. He elevates art and philosophers in the past like Socrates and figureheads because strove to create system of values. = ability to create great art and quality to create something to motivate
· The super human being = called ‘Uperman’. Nietzsche called himself the anti-Christ and the Uperman (the Americans used this to create the Superman). The Uperman is the hero (uses violence to destroy and make anew because of frustration that society creates). 
· Because the impulse is destructive, the old values decay and the new and strong are implemented, therefore creates the Uperman.  The hero create murder to live outside morality, whereas Christian can’t do this because feel resentment and guilty. Therefore, needs to overcome guilt to free the ground s of new species (he direct this to Christians).  Need to destroy the elite and make something great and noble; but not for everyone but for the elite. 






March 28, 2013 
PSCI 2300 A: Lecture 
Nietzsche 
· He dismisses the weak and believe they are consequential. He makes reference to Renaissance as a small moment of classical virtue of autonomy and pride and self-respect reappear in Europe. 
· The Second essay is about the results of the triumph of slave morality. Its not like the slave are weak, it just that it is slave morality not master morality. 
· The second essay deconstruct of the Victorian elite of a gentlemen. So he takes the issue of free will and say what is the purpose of it, well, the way of the weak to elevate their purpose over the strong. In what world is the deny of life is a norm, it is an aversion because the weak can’t dominate so it becomes a virtue of self-denial
· Slave morality is that we can say no to our desires. The man of freewill is saying no to the desire and become discipline that makes me a master of myself. It’s the idea of saying no to the body and life and the world (instead of being a product of your own weakness), it becomes a virtue. Ex) Anorexia  no power in society, so control the body and the self-righteousness of overpowering self.
· The key for Nietzsche, the height of modernization (ego, self) that makes free choice, is not natural. The moral agent of freewill is not natural or God-given but product of history 
· Christians create a ideology of worshipping non-life. We give all its power to a ‘god’ and making it a transmittal being and tries to create it.  he refers to Augustine (Augustine talked about suppressing sexual desires). Because this is self-overcoming and not see self as weak. The issue with that if becomes common culture in society is that it makes sense if there was a physical God and heave and hell. All the suffering and tragedy will be justified by the afterlife and the reward afterwards.
· Once we lose that, we are left with bureaucratic after effects which don’t make sense no more because we don’t believe in the God any more.
· When history produces different forms of life and culture (because of imbalance of power of classes) then its not for higher purpose and therefore we begin to question. What’s the form of justice, etc. if have no purpose from above. 
· The second essay is about bad conscious and guilt that underlie in the society and it becoming an egg-shell. We no longer believe in the values as before he says man is predictable and create social contract only happens if produced as a mechanical being. 
· It is based on subjectivity in society in which show us that we are people who obey the law and etc, then there is no point of seeing the root. 
· 3rd essay  find the root cause of this and overcome this. All things in Christianity and science, etc. have in common is the aesthetic ideal (self-denial). Christianity radicalize it further and dumbs it down. 
· Once you lose sense of God, after this, we just get the pursuit of ideal without passion and scientific subjectivity. 
· European Nialism – people lose interest in life and pursuing any high aims because it is pointless. 
· This comes a point where we are sick of ourselves and our existence and classified in society with no meaning, then this comes out as violence and resentment because desire for revenge. Purpose of crime and punishment is about how society gets revenge on self by creating criminals. Adds standards of ideal behavior (that is impossible to follow) and  because Man IS animal, he will want to break out of the cage. When resent, the mechanical existence, they break out and try to control and when this happens, they punish (society is crime and punishment). 
· Truth - We need to impose order becomes more hysterical and unattainable = it’s a form of self-justification, in world that has no justice. He says that we are never going to escape this nihilism unless learn to forget the truth and the final sections of the 3rd essay is that the human rationalization for truth has underline all customs and twilight of the idols. All this=ngs that had meaning before, is nothing but empty idols today (because of modernity it turn us into materialist and therefore we are blindly going through things everyday and comfort self by doing criminal and punishment). 
· The truth itself is scary; he believes that there is no place for the soul so we have to forget the truth. We have to forget that we ended up here and create a new horizon; this is the job of an Uperman. 
· Therefore, job of philosopher is to re-create the world. Descartes says we don’t know the world unless we create it. We need a new world that don’t know the truth about modern-scientific nihilism.  This is the Uperman who will bring things to life. 
· We must use suffering to create a higher form of life. 
· ** the herd creates animal life of production and reproduction, without any history or time, so it becomes an eternal return). 
· Philosophers are creating another ideology. And it is up to us as people to see which has meaning to us and give reasons why you prefer one over the other. (this is based on the exam). 







April 2, 2013 
· His way to understand this half of the term-modern paradigm. No classical or Christian curriculum. The modern liberal paradigm.
· Descartes and Machiavelli are transitional philosophers. They have Christian concepts, and this distinguishes them from the rest of the Liberals.
· Hobbes and Locke and Rousseau, although different, they are not challenging a lot of the foundational concepts of liberalism. It's important to know the things they have in common and what they differ on.
· They have empiricism, individualism, state of nature, social contract, and politics as a type of making(This means an institution of human artifice, something created by man. This is different from the idea that government was god given, or divine providence. ) Government is something that we make, and all these other things, are attributes of this. The social contract is that voluntary act. It is when individuals, in the state of nature, voluntarily give up their natural liberty. Social constructivism. We construct the institutions in which we participate. Empiricism, what we know about society comes to us through our senses. The study of the real world.
· Machiavelli does not talk about individuals or the state of nature. He talks about the prince as the leader of the polis. He talks about the balance of power between the poor and the rich, similarly to Aristotle talking about oligarchy. Fortuna, fate, destiny are aspects Machiavelli talks about.  Things come into being and go out of being, it's cyclical. It's a closed antural order. He still has a lot of classical ideas. His modernity comes in his concepts on human virtue and human agency. The idea that we can step out of our time and assert our freedom. The Prince is a semi free agent because of his virtue(Virtue is a classical word as well). He does not talk about justice or wisdom. His virtue is courage, but it still has those classical elements .Politics becomes a balancing act, there's this moving towards technical power, but it is still rooted in virtues.
· Descartes is the basis for our modern individualistic metaphysics. Descartes destroys the classical and Christian metaphysics: "I think therefore I am". He maintains his anchor in Christianity, but he liberates the Christian soul from the limits Christianity imposes. He takes it and transforms it into pure agency. It's anchored in God. Without God, there is no self and no rational order. The rational notions of the mind are abstractions. He goes to mathematics. Radical individualism
· Machiavelli's human agency, mixed with Descartes's  ideas on individualism are the building blocks of liberalism
· Hobbes, on the right. Minimalist.  Self-preservation lowest common denominator. A higher human value, either of the mind or the heart, Hobbes doesn't buy it. He creates a mechanical world view. His mechanical universe lacks humanism. Fear of death leads to self-preservation. Law and Order. The government's only purpose is maintaining order. The use of terror or tyranny is irrelevant, it's fair game, as long as law and order is maintained. Law is only law if it has effective force. That is the idea of sovereign power, it is about force and counter force. The great machine of power, the Leviathan is created. The police state or military state.  There is no public good, other than the preservation of life.
· Locke is horrified by the relentless ruthlessness of Hobbes. He injects humanity into his concepts. He is influenced by Aristotle. He resurrects the law of nature, the natural and moral laws of nature. He does this by invoking God. He keeps the state of nature and the social contract, but a sense of rationality and humanity exists. We are not just animals. Rational, moral conscience. Human beings are able to read the law of nature that God imbued the world with while participating in this world. The difference between classical concepts. Locke starts off with the individual, not the polis.  Much more individualistic and these rational and moral ideas are exercised through time. Civilized men have experience to understand natural and moral agency and are able to master emotions and agency. He wants to put a limit on sovereignty. This limit is life, liberty, and property. The body, the freedom of the body, the labour of the body-the privacy of the body. If all of this is possible prior to government, government therefore has a prior limit.  Government has to protect the individual's property.
· Rousseau says property is bad and creates problems. He talks about the state of nature in a different way. For Rousseau, the state of nature is different from that of Locke and Hobbes. It is anthropomorphic. Man is fundamentally one that changes over time. Instead of mechanical universe and law of nature, humanity changes and evolves over time. Human desire is quite limited: food and shelter. More than that is what civilized man has cultivated himself. It is a product of vanity and civilization. The more advanced a society is, the more they want. Human nature only requires what nature has provided. There is no need for competition, no need for fear. Human beings are compassionate and sentimental, and this cannot simply be erased. The noble savage is simple and has pity for his fellow man. This primitive state does not last. It changes to the civilized man.  The invention of property leads to the division of labour. This creates the inequality that exists. The haves and the have nots. There is the working class, and the parasitical class, and the latter uses power and force to control the working class. If man develops his consciousness, the first thing he invents is fire, then agriculture, and finally industry. Eventually, there is so much competition for resources, men enter the social contract to create an impartial judge. Law is a product of class relations. A yolk to subjugate those who labour. Eventually, in order to overcome this mistake, you have to have a revolution and create a world based on the rights of man. The General Will. Human beings are created equal.
· The three stages of the modern liberal paradigm: Equality and the social provisioning(Rousseau), Self-preservation as a result of individual effort and property(Locke), Self-preservation, law and order, at any cost(Hobbes)
 










April 4, 2013 
PSCI 2300 A: Lecture 
*get last week note (Tuesday) 
Examination Review: Part II 
Kant 
· He is the 1st to articulate about the progress
· When Rousseau talked about the revolution rights of man, he was basing it to the French Revolution and the importance of freedom. He talks about the general will (but does not talk about the whole world) 
· Rousseau, Locke and Hobbes look at the state not really about the world. But or Kant he looks at humanity (global perspective)  all individuals for the greater good of humanity. He looks at the idea of rationalism and goes back to Descartes (I think before I am), and says the sovereign individual self is the inheritance for all humanity. All humans are the same and have the equivalent value because of moral autonomy (reason allows us to be autonomous = meaning, we can rise above animal nature and not just about power after power and serving desire; but we are able to maser oneself and say no to our desire = FREEDOM).
· This allows him to formulate a theory of liberalism that is not the product of the French revolution, but as a universal philosophy for all humans and that is why all Human Rights ideals to this day directs to Kant’s theory. Reason, all humans want freedom and capacity for moral autonomy therefore build politics that will recognize this need = Moral Autonomy 
· Trancendatal idealism = means to transcend (rise above; create an ideal that one can strive to live up to). Kant says this is motive of all human actions, which is to be free, so transcend their nature and create an ideal that is recognized. Has to with difference of what is and what ought to be.  The world is full of corruption (what is = politics, etc.)  But there is difference between humans of what is and ought to be; we strive for perfection. Ex) if we are born ugly, does not mean that we can’t go out there and get cosmetic surgery. 
· This is why he is the thinker of humanism  humans have the ability to choose own life, so if there is discrimination about sex then it is up to the women to voice their opinion. To overcome bias barrier 
· Categorical Imperative = we can judge the right action; as moral agents we know right and wrong of things. It is based on the Catholic rule: Do unto others… 
· The imperative universalize your desires and if it is not towards universal good, then it is condescending and bad.  IF play according to the rules, then the people who do good will feel good. Therefore, there is a common cause to be obedient to the law = we need to obey the law as a duty not as an interest. 
· This is different between Kant and Locke/Hobbes  we move from self to the universal good
· Progress towards Universal World: Cunning of Reason - Human being in the cunning of reason move overtime. Man is halfway there, he has moved from natural liberty nd state of nature (where everything was about competition) to civilize state, but only as the level of the state is not in relation with each other and this causes security dilemma and this promotes war. 
· One day, wants all countries to come together therefore call is the cosmological world. 
· Human beings need laws; natural freedom create randomness and confusion but in rule of law we can create a civil society in the sovereign state (therefore we need a sovereign). He looks at the progress of mankind through the process of history
· Ex) Nuclear Weapons – creating it creates tension therefore we create treaty (NATO). 
· Kant is about hope and the future and wanted to look at the higher levels of rationality. And the idea of constitutionalism and democracy should be implemented globally (it should be the goal). 
Hegel
· Creates values of the bourgeois and the aristocracy  he believes it is the end of modern state.
· The problem with Kant’s vision is that it doesn’t take into account the differences of human beings. The Kant theory is based on the fact that humans embedded identities have no universal meaning, but Hegel this is incorrect. He moves towards universal is a transcendental experience that is unreal; reality is that (or example) men = male and women = females  meaning that we cannot change this. 
· Being a member of the bourgeois is not the same as the working class  ethics operate not in universal level, but a local embedded level. Universal ideal qualities need to be embedded in the local level of differences because diversity is an expression of the human condition. For hum ethics is about the embody ethics of the particular form so that the French, English and German have different expression of culture and spirit and therefore, it is not true that we can erase all these differences
· Hegel uses idea that is based on reason actualizing itself in the world in different forms. And those differences have different cultural characteristics and history move not in singular direction but based on diversity. 
· Trouble of French and English bourgeois constitution Is that it forgets that those ideas are a product of certain Protestant Christian civilization. The culture binds ethically the community, but in this constitution nobody is acting as themselves; Hegel, he says that humans exist not alone but as a community (individualism is a product of a poor civilization (Ex. German culture) and without the state of the culture, the humans won’t exist and evolve as social relations). 
· African and Asians never reached enlightenment like the Europeans and it is only going to exist and live in Europe, can’t be universalized. The sovereign state is the end of history. Nationalism isn’t going to be erased by cosmopolitanism  people will protect that distinction therefore cosmopolitanism, does not cause war and war brings people to come together and fight therefore war is important 
· Family civil society – family we learn about ethics and then we graduate from the family and enter the civil society in which you gain your civil badge and chose to identify yourself. In the market we move into there as well and the labor field. 
· This is possible because of the laws by the state in which all citizens obey. 
· The state is final forum of politics, there is no overcoming of the state because national determination and identity are something that are vital and not something that can be shed. Therefore, Hegel and Kant they look at universal process through history 
Marx
· Material approach to history 
· He is for the people 
· He is against HEGEL  THIS DOES NOT LIBERATE HUMANITY. People are oppressed and exploited therefore Hegel culture idea is a form of depression and oppression and benefit the rich people 
· He takes Hegel fold of culture and looks at the historical materialism approach. Hegel ideas of self-consciousness being embedded are not defined by individuals but by class struggle. 
· The master-slave theories are defined by their relationships to the motive of production. The revolution to capitalism in which the owners and proletariat are separated. 
· Capitalism – laborers are not free like the owners and that is the downfall for capitalism. They are alienated. Alienation people are not free and objectified as work horses =exploitation. Therefore alienated from the product and fellow man because see each other as enemies because in dangerous competition for money 
· It is dangerous to the system because it will start a riot/revolution. Eventually,  humans will want liberation and create movement and take over means of productions so that profits of labor will be divided equally. When this happens, we will overcome the state = Communism 
· The state is an executive community of the higher class and therefore create unequal classifications. We need to overcome capitalism we will not need laws anymore
Nietzsche 
· The cultural aspect of history 
· He is for the elite 
· He looks at this and says no; once talk about liberation and all, we will start seeing that the weak will start taking over the strong and people will be weakened by this; doesn’t allow expression of a higher human calling. Socialism and democracy are forms of bad European liberalism 
· Liberalism leads to equality, but equality is the leveling down to the common denominator; the rule of mass and culture are boring and weak because when the weak take over those and more weakness will spread
· To overcome, need an act of will (will to power). Nietzsche the higher individuals and the superior individuals, etc. they will be disgusted by the weak and attempt to revise an older master of superiority. Triumph of liberalism and then reduced to socialism is nothing more then a decay of civilization in its lost of believe of noble values
· Goes back in time in genealogy, and reads about the classical Roman days; humans cannot lower themselves down and we need to escape nihilism. 
· Wants to overcome all materialist bologna by re-creating a new form of art in politics (noble endeavor).; so this is a call for a higher culture and its in position of the few (the best should lead = Aristotle) 

Historical Totality-Critique of the Modern Liberal Paradigm
April 4, 2013
4:33 PM
· Here, we move from French/Anglosaxon concepts to Germanic theorists.
· The historical/political projects of France and England do not remain in France and England. Napoleonic Wars spread the idea of secularism throughout Europe,. It was a world historical force. It's a universal project.
· Kant is the first to articulate this and Hegel follows him.  He tries to create a reconciliation between the past, and the growing ideals of liberalism.
· Hobbes and Locke and Rousseau are all operating within the constraints of their own social contracts. Kant thinks about a worldwide emancipation. All individuals as part of a greater humanity. He is able to create a greater idea of man based on rationalism. The sovereign individual self is the inheritance of humanity. All human beings are the same, and have equal value because they have moral autonomy. Reason allows us to be morally autonomy, meaning we are able to rise above our animal desires, we can rise above our passions. Humanity is being able to master oneself and to be free  from the determinants of out bodies. That is the inheritance of all human beings regardless of country or history. The individual traditions and customs from countries around the world are only historical, but fundamentally, human freedom is achievable everywhere, It is just a matter of assimilation, of education.
· Transcendental idealism-Kant says that this is the motive of all higher human motives, to rise above our human basic desires. It has to do with what is and what aught to be.   We all strive for perfection and self-improvement, we can transform ourselves into ideals. Human nature is about self-determination. This is what humans all have in common, Human subjects are all the same-we all have agency and self-determination and the ability to transform ourselves.
· Categorical imperative- we are able to tell the difference between right and wrong. Calls you to universalize your desires
· The cunning of reason-the idea that human beings move towards greater and greater rationality overtime. Man is halfway there. Moved from natural liberty to a civilized state where the social contract, and rule of law, and democracy are in place.  However, wars will get greater and greater, and eventually, the world will come together to stop war(cosmopolitan world) Human beings need law. Natural freedom creates insecurity and selfishness.  He looks forward to the progress of mankind. Law will become more and more necessary. His ideals greatly influenced the concept of human rights.
·  Hegel believes Kantian universal liberalism is based on the idea that all humans can be labelled and measured equally. He thinks this is incorrect. There is no such thing as an andrgenous human being. There is an embodied difference between men and women. The self only defines itself in relation to those that are different from it. Ethics operate on a local level. Universalist ideals need to be imbedded within local identities of difference. Diversity is an expression of the human conditions. To Hegel, ethics is about the ethics of a particular form. The Europeans have a different culture than the rest of the world. These different expressions of spirit show that history does not move in one direction, but in diverging directions. The trouble with French and English ideas of liberalism, forgets that those ideas are influenced by Christian civilization.  Bourgeois liberalism forgets that human beings exist, not alone, but within a community.  Without the state as the embodiment of that culture, the individual would not exist. The idea of individualism progresses over time. There is no cosmopolitan order, for the world as a whole does not recognize western European enlightenment. The sovereign state is it. It is the end of history. Cosmopolitan will never succeed because people need to feel a sense of belonging(nationalism). Cosmopolitanism does not recognize the purpose of war. War brings people together.  The state and the spirit of the state last forever, while individuals come and go. Individuals participate in the state and this gives them purpose, a sense of belonging. Family, civil society, and the state, are the three components of the state. For Hegel, the state is the final form of politics, because national self-determination and national identity are necessary, they are not something that can be shed.
· Marx- Capitalism leads to inequality. Not everyone is free. The workers are alienated. They are objectified, they are cogs in the system, they are resources to be exploited. They are alienated from themselves, their fellow men, and the products of their labour. We only see each other as competition, instead of comrades. Capitalism denies people of their humanity. Capitalism will eventually go into crisis because of the unequal distribution of wealth at the tope. Eventually, man will want emancipation. The state is nothing more but the executive committee of the ruling class.
· Nietzsche looks at this and only sees despair. The great unwashed masses puts in social democracy and is weakened by these ideals. Liberalism naturally leads to socialism and to equality, and equality is the levelling down. Modern civilization as a disillusioned place of mediocrity. The will to power-The exceptional individuals will be disgusted by the mediocrity of the weakened civilization and will rise up from this herd. Humanity can not keep levelling itself down into the stupidity of modern existence. We can only escape our nihilism if we raise ourselves up again. It's a call back to Aristocratic higher culture. The natural superiority of the few to lead the many.
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 Review Tutorial
· Machiavelli: "Unlike those imagine republics, I am going to talk about how people really behave and how people really function." Getting out of idealism and grounds political philosophy in realism. Metaphysics: Power. He implicitly puts forth a metaphysic of power. He talks about what the Prince should do to maintain power. The ancient concept of virtue is reduced to acquiring power, whereas Plato and Aristotle spoke of virtue as something transcendent.  He views human beings as cynical and self-serving. Given his metaphysics and his ideas on human nature, Machiavelli thinks that a republic is the best kind of politics for it is the only political system that would allow for a Prince to gain partisans. Machiavelli is considered a founder of modern politics. What distinguishes Machiavelli from Hobbes? In Hobbes, there is no honour.  Hobbes wanted to get rid of war and wanted security, while Machiavelli thought war was necessary if it solidified the power of the Prince. Hobbes: Force and counter-force. Machiavelli: Power. Hobbes: Power for self-preservation, Machiavelli: Power for conquest One of the key differences between them is Machiavelli doesn't think all humans are equal, while Hobbes thinks they are essentially equal(equal in the sense that we can all kill one another.  Hobbes favours peace and security, but Machiavelli, honour and glory.
· Descartes-He represents a hinge between Machiavelli and Hobbes. He makes scientific what Machiavelli introduces.  Applies science to political philosophy(Hobbes-force and counter force in politics.
· Locke-Protection of property.  Metaphysics: Inalienable human rights(life liberty, and the state) which are god given. Hobbes and Locke are pretty similar, apart from Locke's belief in the separation of power. Checks and balances in government. A more digestible version of Hobbes. Human nature: self-interest, but man is rational
· Rousseau: Marks a huge break from the liberal tradition. He fundamentally challenges the ideals of Hobbes and Locke. Human nature: savage man, not necessarily motivated by self-interest. Also self-improvement. They have the capacity for pity and compassion. They also have free will. His idea of government is to follow the general will, a common morality. Not so much driven  by self-interest.
· Immanuel Kant-Crystalizes the idea of free will versus passion and takes it to its limit-the Categorical Imperative: Pure free will completely supressing the passions. The metaphysics of moral, the kingdom of ends, people become the rulers and subjects at the same time. "A Universal History from the Cosmopolitan point of view"-History as linear, inspired by Rousseau's idea on self-improvement, but he applies it on a global scale, the improvement of society. If you believe in a progressive history, then whatever happens in the day to day is irrelevant as it will work out overtime. Morality becomes utilitarian, universal, perpetual peace. He wants peace in the entire world.(this is why the UN stems from this thought). Rousseau is more communitarian, peace within the polis, the city, instead of throughout the world.
· Marx- Believes in progressive history, but unlike Hegel, he doesn't think it is rooted in ideologies, but in economics, historical materialism. Consciousness does not determine reality. This will eventually lead to a communist utopia. Human nature: It's mutable, according to economic circumstances, human nature is not constant.  At the end of history, we are removed from nature, we become communist man. We have solved the problem of need, everyone has enough, no reason to be self-interested anymore. True morality is at the end of history.
· Nietzsche-The above are irrelevant. He is focusing on Hegel, especially. This idea of history as progressive, he flips it on his head, it is regressing. It is destroying what made humanity great, which was competition and greatness. "Cows chewing cud". He wants to get beyond slave morality, and beyond this democratization of equality. In relation to Plato, there is no getting out of the cave, just creating new ones. All of politics is about creating new realities. The strength of these caves is based upon force. 

 

